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OS. “Ve TWhorks ofthe Lea a ED}. he po 
} ity of that name, and the Agreement that fol- 
tn A Ba which the States of the United Pro- 
vinces took, to aflure to the Houfé of Brandenburgh a contidera- ; 
ble part of the Succeffion of Cleves and Fuliers : The Conclu- - 
fion of the double Marriage celebrated the fame Day in France 
and Spain., the Union of the Proteftants with the Prince Of Con, 
dé , the Difgrace of the Duke d° Bpernon x the Particularsofthe: 
Conference at Lowdén, the Conclufion of»which was the Peace. 
etween the Court and the Prince of Condé.and his Aderents ; 
the Particulars of the Imprifonment of that Prince, which: 
oblig’d the Enemies of the: Marefchal.a” Ancre, to retire from 
Paris, and begin another Civil War; and finally, the Confé- 
quences of the. Divifions in the United Provinces on the account: 
of Aratiniani/m, > 5 ri 25g ey 
Our Auchan obférves in {peaking of the Fortune of George Vil-. 
lers, that the Englifh confef$, at prefent, that of all the Favou- 
rites of their Kings, this Perfon had'the greate{t Merit, and made: 
the beft Ufe of his great Fortune. The comelinefs of his Counte- 
nance, the finenefS of his Shape, and the agreeablenefS of Iis- & 
Manners, .procur’d him the Favour of Fames'I. and he_made it 
appear in the féquel, that the Endowments of Wifdom “and 
Senfe; requifite in a Man of his Rank, were not wanting in him. 
He was ingenious and happy enough to be the Favourite’ of’ the 
Father and Son, and his Credit was yet og under the Reign . 
of Charles I. than during: King: Zumes’s Life. .He was fitter in « 
all appearance for Court than for Camp, yet he made it appear. 
oie 8 was not without Courage and Valour, tho’ he was never 
firccefSful in his greateft Enterprizes. He took: pleafire'in doing. 
ood Offices to the chief: Families of England, which was quite - 
ifferent ftom other Favourites, who think they never have. 
cnough themfelves: He caufed often to be given to Lords, cer- 
‘tain things which were very convenient for himfelf,and whith» ~ 
hé might handfomly have taken for his own uf. - His Liberality: 
was accompanied °with an exquifice: Judgment; Perfons of merit 
did not efcape him in‘ their Retirement; he fought them-out to- 
do.’em good. He was haughty ‘and‘proud to his Enemies but 
courteous and kind ‘to -all others; he joyfully embrac’d allOc- 
cafons to oblige.thofe who addrefi’d themfelves to him. \But 
that which was fingular-in himwas, thathe had-his Privy.Coun- 
cil as-well us tho Kiing.;. gavel out of his own Eftae,confiderable © 
‘Pénfions 36 Petdohs:ob Ability :who\ had ino epublick: Emiploy- 
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| ‘for #ebetaty, 17or WO gy 
m) ments’; and he took their Advice, not only for'the Adminiftration 
| of his Domeftick Affairs, but as-to what concern’d thé Government 
| ofthe State. | Bs. ition 
Fames Ts had a particular Method -in chufing’ Favourites, and 
this he practisd with regard td Villiers. - This ‘Prince ‘Knowing 
the Jealoufie and Difquiet, which the Favourites ordinarily crea- 
+ ted in the Queen his Wife,” pretended. to have this Deference for 
' het, to receive his Favourites’ always from her hand. This 
 Prince-manag’d his Affairs fo well, that the Queen her felf:fhould 
recommend-to him; thofe he defizn’d. to-raife above others at 
| Court This Artifice was very helpful’ to King ‘fumes, when he 
' was oblig’d to anfwer the Complaints which the Queen fo often 
made to him, of the Pride and ill Condutt of his Favourites. 
Take the blame upon your felf Madam, Taid he, it was at your Re- 
commendation that I preferr’d them. This fame Comedy was ated. 
to raife Villers on Somerfer’s Ruines.. This good Princef$, who 
had miflik’d all the Favourites that her Husband had both in 
|. Scotland and England,could have heartily wifh’d he had difpens’d 
with them, being perfuaded that a Favourite was not fo abfo- 
lutely neceflary to a Prince as that he muft needs have ones but 
fhe was made to underftand, that King Fames could not live 
without a Favourite’; and fince it was fo, fhe thought Vil/ers 
better than Somerfet. Then the fuffer’d her {elfto he perfuaded, 
and fpoke to the King in favour of this new Comer:; and: the 
King feign’d to grant to the Solicitations of his Wife, a thing.. 
which he himfelf fo earneftly defir’d. | Stee 
Every one-knows that Fames |. had a Defign’to re-unite the : 
Reformed-: Bue as he feidom took the right fide, and did as - 
lightly abandon it,‘when he had taken it: He did not fucceed 
in this Enterprizes A great misfortune to the Reformation, fays © 
our Author, on this Occafion, a/l thé World ery’d out that they ~ 
ought to be united. But who will labour in this Great and Holy - 
Work? Moft. it'be Princes ? They- being taken up with their 
Pleafures, or Politicks , negle@ Religion. If you fay Divines .- 
They are more capable to nourifh-and augment -the faid-Divifions, 
than to béal°em.- They are the'moft pacifick People of the World, 
vided you hear them as Oracles, and receive ‘their Opinions*or — 
. Speculations as Articles of Faiths - 2 Peo OF We 
_Altho’ our Author be of the Opinion of the: Remionftratitsthe ~ 
‘doth not altogether approve of their Conduét in the United Pro- 
«winces, and -whatever- efteem-he-hath - for Grotiws; -one-of - i | 
oa a 
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he Cti02k8 of the: Laz ARNED, 
that Party, yet he blames him | for,fome 3 
knows not how to snpeore what the Magiftrates of Rotte 
did againft the Contra-Remonftrant Minifters. Being, infor 
that undertook to bold privare  DFSOnE vithftanding 
i€ts to the contrary, they publifhed fous Vidonance, | 
past 1 Feclefiaftical. Gjomblies, held any where but inthe 
againft al Bs NGL ADT | ENR ; 
Publick Churches, in -all. Places.within their. Jurifdiftion. The 
Place where the :Aflembly. was held,.was to be confifcated to the 
Ufe of the .Poor. ‘The Minifters and others that were found § 
there were fin'd 300 Livres, to the payment of which everyone | 
was oblig’d by the arrefting of their Perfons or feizure of their 
Goods. The Remonftrants pretend that the Minifters of igen p 
had no hand in. this Ordonance, but Grotes drew.it J + 
And this was one of the Heads, on-which the Judges condemn’d 
him. _ He excufed himfelf by faying, that he did. but obey «the 
Order the Magiftrates gave him. | But there. is reafon to< 
‘that he did fomething more in it than lend his Pen,and that the 
Ordonance was: not..contrary to, his’ Opinion. :This, Condné, 
according to, our Author,'doth. no; way, anfwer.the greats Mode- ° 
ration that Grotivs always pretended.to.. This able Lawyeralledg’d 
likewife, that the .Ordonanee»was;only Comminatory,:as were 
thofe of the Emperor|Theadofixs. \That Princeenaéted ; wery:iSe- 
vere Laws againit the Hereticks,and.Schifmaticks, which he;did — 
-noticanfe to:be executedshe only meant to-intimidate the-People. 
But Grotius, as our -Author-believes, could not- be affurd. that 
his Ordonance would not be executed. How fincere foever Theo- 
dofius’s Intentions. were, there was.afterwards fuch an ufe.made 
of thofe Laws that Grorixs could-no.ways.approveof.\Heblames & 
Violence in what regarded ; Religion; but he: only: {peaks in — 
that.manner,,when he faw. -his.own.Party perfecuted. If, the _ 
Arminians had. been ftrongeft, perhaps he would haveenfore’d the - 
execution of his Ordonance,. nay perhaps he would. have a Cee 
of it, tho’ it had gone 4 little fatther. - It’s: -hard to have woe 


and not to. abufe it , People forget: the Principles they efpoufed — 
when they were weak. ‘lather, a Leffon of Per gh 2 “4 

Moderation, is as much to be fufpefted. in the. Mouths of -Pene- 
who poflets Millions The amen Gee ee 
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|. fpeaks: the. Lert i of. Maurice Prince of Orange, with. Bar- 
| pases: BE of. Holland, He. dorh-nor. forger . the, 
 rous. Sentiments which. that. Prince. fiew’d: ina Converfati 
he had. with Philip William his Brother. Maurice. liad gratified 
the. Sons of Barzevelt, with two. confiderable. Offices. e.el- 
deft-was'made great. Mafter of the. Waters and Fosrefts of Ho/- 
land,, and the. younger was. made Governor, of Bergen-op- Zoom, 
© Lam furpris’d,, fays: Philip to Maurice,. that you have for Gen- 
 “tleman of the. Horfé, the. Son of a Man who is always oppo- 
| ‘fing you. I don’t. mind my. particular Intereft, fays Maurice, 
| © Ges. fufficient that the. Father hath good Intentions for the Ser- 
| © vice of the State; therefore I. ought: to. do to him. and 
| ©his Family. Ihave. very, often. found. the. Yenfionary in my 
|. © way,s: he. hath. occafion’d; me fome*Trouble : Burthat doth nor 
_ © hinder that [. fhould-do good Offiees to his. Children, He. is. 
© Mamof extraordinary Vertue and Capacity, ;: he is now grown 
| © old: And I fear. that.there may. happen a= Diforders. in 
. © our Republick,..if God. don’t preferve. his. Li 
- © could-with, | 


Our Author enquires into the Reafons of the. mifinderftandin 
» which follow’d foon after, between thofetwo great Men. He dor 
~ pot believe what d¢ Maurier advances in his ‘Memoirs, | 
' injuriousito Prince: Maurice. If M. du Maurier had writ him- 
| falf, what his Son publifh’d,, perhaps the Reputation that he had 

ir’d. by his. Wit. and ether good Qualities, would have added 


oan. weight to what he faid again{t Prince Maurice. But this - 


is-only. a fimple Hearfay that his. Son'relates. He publifi'd his 
Secret. at a time when France being.a declar’d 


to. the Houfe.of Orange, fought to render them odious and: fu- 
fpefted to the United Provinces, He was then making bis Court 
ww-M, de Louveita 2 flattering the Paffion which be bad to in. 


fie and Hatred againft a Prince whofe 
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” Tn the oth Book of this A tory 1 
the Imprifonment of Reet fe, and ° the: meant 
To et marten te Dawe 
erNOR ON Delle th continuation of the’ Wart petiveent the 
Venctien’ and the Arch-duke of Gratz; and that of span ak a 
ards againtt the Duke of Savoy,affifted by the Duke 1 r ce fig wires 
his'good Friend ; maugre tht Orders that herceived from Cot otto 
the contrary, the’ fuccefsfil Projett‘of the Duke “de ‘Nemours 
on Savoy; the Cabdis at-the Court of France againft the Mare: | 
chal @’Ancre, and the Artifices of Luines: to remove him 3; tle & 
Revolt of the Duke de Nevers. who was declar'd a Rebel ; and ° 
the Hiftoty of the Genetal Affembly of the Reform'd~ Chure - 24 
at Rochelle without the King’s Permiffion. « - as 
In {peaking of the: Vain-glotious Enterptize of the Dole @E 
pernon on Rochelle. ~’Out Rithos doth not forget, the witty 
prefion of d’Aubigne on this Occafion, M. d’Epernon'is com 
make bis Entry before Rochelle. This Duke es ‘was fi 
Vanity, was very torry to receive repeated Orders from’ Court ‘to 
defift from his Enterprize; he pretended that he would have - 
reducd the Rochellers if they. had let him gone on:: Batt ‘ 
trouble that it afterward coft Louis XIII. with all his Forces to 
poflefs himfelf of Rochelle,” makes it’ manifeft that @’Epernon 
oa happy in his Soveraigns orders to defift, feeing i in all 2 ppear 
it would have come to nothing, ~§- = OG 
Our Author gives us the Keafons that oblig’d the’ Duke 
Lefdiguires to afift the Dake of Savoy % with ‘confiderable’ Fe 
Ledauir the Exprefs Prohibitions that he'réceived fon 
ee, in his ‘old Ape was in Love, O 


rie Vignon, whom he afterwards ma 
ies had we i enca 
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c for Febwtiary, r7or) 7} 
Duke and, Peer of France, in the Parliament of Paris cans’ it 
to be figaif'd to him that the King her Son having a defign to 
honour certain Lords with that Dignity, he ought to come f{pee- - 
dily to’take the ufual Oath, and to take his place in Parlia- 
ment, according to the date -of the Brief, which the King 
had ‘granted -him feveral. Years before, The Marfhal -was 
hot catch’d ‘in this Snare. * 1° receive. with a profound 
« Acknowledgement, : ys Pe this Mark of Diftin@tion, and 
‘ —T wherewith ‘the | ing would’ honour me: But 
© the Occafions. to ferve his MAJESTY fhall always be 
“ more dear to me, than thofe to obtain the chief Dignities 
* of State. I muft go into Piedmont, to perform that which 
* their Majefties promis’d to M. the Duke of Savoy, and to give — 
‘ him no occafion to complain, that France left him: to the Spa- 
‘ niards Difttetion, contrary to the Faith of a Solemn Treaty. 
‘ The “Kings Honour fies at Stake. I fhall “be the moft 
© ungrateful of Men, if I don’t prefer it to the greateft advanta- 


¢ gesin the World. Seeing that his Majefty hath. honest me 
‘ worthy of the’ Dignity of a Duke and Peer. I ‘hope he will 


_ ‘fuffer'me to take my feat in Parliament, after that [I have gi- 

© wen a néw Teftimony of my Zeal for the Service of the King 
¢ and for the Glory of ‘his Crown.’ Several others will take 
‘ place before me, that is no great Misfortune. I don’t value 
* thofe Things which would fatisfie the vain Humour of 
© certain Perfons of my Rank, I confent that othets march’ be- 
« fore me in ai Ceremony, provided no Manin the World have 









¢ the advantage to go before me, when the Queftion fhall be 


¢ how’ to: ferve *his Majefty faithfully.’ Nothing~is preater than 
thefe Sentiments, but our Author who always endeavours to un- 
mask Vice, attributes the Duke’s Difobedierice to reafons lefS ge- 
nerous. ‘ A Lord, faith he, who {peaks in fo noble and elevat: - 
“2 Mater olght fo take care thatthe World. my not know 
“' the trae Motives of “his moft famous AGtions. ~ The Intereft of 
‘a MiftretS, his défire to entich ‘himfelf at the coft of the 
© Dukeé'of Savoy, and the Venetians, his’ Paffion to  diftinguifh 
‘ himfelf from the Lords of France; being then taken up in 
* combating one againft another, were not thefe Motives more 
‘prevailing with the Marfhal’s Spirit, than his Defire, to fe 
“honeftly a’ young King, who knew not his true 
¢ prefling Interefts of his Crowns? 
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He fays.that the King of Spai# offered to aft Lesdiguieres'ty 
songer Sa00k and make him Soveraign of it, if he would de: 
clare againft Charles Emmanuel, but that Lesdiguieres generoufly 
refus’d fuch advantagious Offets. -Qur Author feems not to be 
fully perfuaded of the Truth of this: But fuppofing it true, it 
would not incline him to believe.the Dukes disintereftednef, He 
underftood the Situation of the Affairs of the Spanifh Monarchy 
at that time, better than to lay any ftrefS on their promife:to 
levy and entertain an Army of 40000Men to Conquer Savoy. 

Their abandoning the-Duke de Nemours, who was deceiv'd by 
the faid Offers, fufficiently prov’d their WeaknefS. Moreover 
the Soveraignty of Savoy, between the two Kings of France and — 
Spain was too inconfiderable to tempt a judicious and experienc’d 
Man. The Eftablifhment of, Lesdigazieres in France, was bet- 
ter and infinitely more folid. He fays, that the Spanifh Embaffa- 
dor being reduc’d to defpair by the immoveable fteadfa{tnefS of 
the Duke pe to the Queen Mother, to entice him to Court, 
by the promife of making him Conftable, or at leaft:to poifon him: 

Our Author doth not give us this for a certainty, but fays, if that 

Alternative was really under confideration, it was every way — 

worthy of the Politicks left by Ferdtwand the Catholick to hieChilde 

ren, and fo well follow’d by. Phwip II, . i 

He hath yet another very fingular circumftance of the Conduct 
of Lesdiguieres. ‘The King having fent him new Orders to defift 
levying of Soldiers, and carrying them to Forreign Countries; 
he went to the Parliament and caus'd thefe Orders to be publifh’d: 

While the Troops which the Duke had under his Pay ; march 

ed with Drums beating in the Streets of Grenoble, and pafs'd 

under the Windows of the Court, where the Magiftrates- were 
e Dukes Expedition into Piedmont was ver J.’ He 
obtain’d bodice adarnien over the be pe: © o 
Rencounters, he ‘beat them, and took their important | Places 
from them, which drew this Acknowledgement from the Duke of 
Savg’s own Mouth, ‘ The late Duke my Father left me _ 
; thefé Dominions, and you have preferv’d them for me. - Do | 
you judge Sir, of the Acknowledgm that I make you. for 


tion nBooe ee have $008 Fe atest a 

e tenth Book of this Hiftéry which is the laG cfekie cd 
part of the fecond Tome, connie tis Tragial inch <7 
chal d’dzcre and his Wife, which was follow’d by the lofS of — 


all 








| for Febritary, wer! | 75 
all ‘the Credit of Mary de Medicis at Court, and her tetreat to 
Bilis. The Reconciliation of all the difcontented Princes to the 
King, and the recalling of the ancient Minifters of State. Our 
Author enters into a i ome of all the Artifices of Luines 


the Favourite of Louis XIIL and thofe of the Cabal, to ruin 
the Marefchal @’Ancre and his Wife, he doth not mif$ one Cir- 
cumftance of their Deaths, and as he doth not cover the Faults 
of that Italian and his Wite, neither doth he conceal the Injuft- 
ice of the Methods made ufé of to ruin them, fo that the Con- 
clufion to be drawn from thence is; that thofe who ruin’d them 
were more difhoneft than they. De Luines among{t others is 
there fet fotth in all his Colours. Our Author fhews that his 
avarice was not contented to have banifh’d the Marefchal and his 
Wifé into Ita/y, but he endeavoured with all his might to have 
them treated as Criminals, fo that their Eftate being confiscated 
he might enrich himfelf with their Spoils. The prefence of the 
Queen-Mother was an unfirmountable Obftacle to his Elevation, 
and at the fame time whilft he endeavour’d to deprive her of 
her Favourites, heneglefted nothing to defpoil herof all her Au- 
thority; and therein he ficceeded. Louis XIII. hada great defire to 
- perfuade the Publick,that he would take the Government upon him- 
felf which he had not hitherto done. They reprefented to him 
that the Queen his Mother, was not contented to deprive him 
of the Knowledge of Affairs, but alfo treated him with an in- 
fupportable Haughtinef$ and Contempt. * Find me Expedients 
“ to deliver me from this grievous Slavery, fays:he to Luies and 
his other Confidents, ‘ I defire nothing more than to govern, let 
© us fearch for the moft gentle and fure Methods, to execute 
‘ what you propos’d to me, I have che greateft Inclination to it 
¢ inthe World. . Thefe gentle and fure were to. caufe 
to be affaffinated in the €, aS it were before the Queen Mo- 
thers Face, The Marfhal @Ancre her Favourite; to deprive 
at once that: Pr of all her Credit, and to caufe her Son to 
fhut his Ear againftall Remonftrances that {hs might. make, and 
that fhe fhould not fe him till the Moment ‘that fhe was on her 
De-parture for Biois,and on this Condition,too,that the fhould not 
fay one word beyond what they had agreed on before hand... It’s 
so tis Econ, Poebtioe Cheliesben pak eeapeliial cates ems, 
to this Extremity. For being fo ‘OUs 2 aS ashe was, 
he would never have confented to have had the Marfhal d’Aacre 
affaffinated in a sia “3 to have Mary de. — 
sae 2 iven 
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7 Che Works of the eo tertglieae preree 
i om Court if they had not made him believe that 
pp soba Mother the would deftroy her eldeft Son, and fet up 
the Younger in his room. They told him bluntly, that Cathe 
rine de Medicis poifon’d Charles TX. to place Henry Il. her belo- 
ved Sén on the Throne, and that Mary of the fame Family: and 
Nation intended to do the like as Catherine ‘had done.’ Our 
Author affirms that the Marfhal <Ancre was guilty of great 
Vices, his Pride, his Arrogance, and: unbounded Ambition, creat- 
ed him powerful Enemies. . His Paffions which he knew not how 
to govern or a leaft how to conceal were the Caufe: or Pretext for 
the ruin of a Stranger, whofe Riches and extraordinary Dignity 
the Courtiers envied. But he was not fo bad as his Enemies. 
make him to be. The greateft part of tthe French Nobility were | 
not better than he. They who cry’d out moft againft the ;Marfhal 
d’ Ancre wouldhave been more infolent, more covetousand more 


audacious ; if Fortune had been as favourable to them as it was . © 


to.him. Our Author k by what the Marfhal @’Ejirees hath. 
wrote in the end of his: Mlesecares de la Regence de Mork de Me- 

| dicis, and which appears to be very true, that having been one 
of his moft intimate Confidents, at length he engag’d in the party 
of the Marfhals Enemies.. ‘When, fays he, I -refleSt upon the 
“Death of the Marfhal d’Ancre, 1 can attribute it to nothing, . 
* but his evil Deftiny, he was naturally very courteous and difob 
* lig’d few- He could not well underftand why all France was 
* againft him, and I find no other Reafon for it, than. the ill Sci- 


* tuation of Affairs in the Court after the Death of Henry | 


* The Marfhal was agreeable in his Perfon, dexterous in manag- 
* ing the Horfé,and in all other Exercifes, He lov’d his Pleafures, 
* and Game particularly, his Converfation was gentle and — 
* eafie, his Thoughts were High and Ambitious ; yet he endea» 

~ vour'd to conceal them on certain Occafions, He never affeéh 

* to enterinto the Couneil. He hath often heard it told by 
" Lowis XUll. that he could not apprehend why they killed. the 
“Marthal @Ancre. _Thefe laft words don’t agree with what 
came from the Mouth of that-Prince a few Moments after this 
Affaffination, I thank you, Vitti, xow I am King, faid he to the 
Captain of. his Guards who was the Executer of this Affaffinati- > 
on. Mary de Medicis on this Occafion gave a manifeft proof of 
the little ftref§ that is to be laid. on the. Friendthip of great 
Folks. The Marthal @’Ancre and his Wife were a little. before 


in her Favour, but the-Marfhal was fcarce dead when an impr 
. dent. 
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dent Domeftick: being come to tell her, that he did not. know 
how to carry fuch bad Tidings to the Marefchal’s Lady , and 
having-ask’d -her, if fhe would be pleafed to tell her her felf, 
fhe anfwer’d briskly, ‘ I have other things to do at prefent ; if 
* it can’t be told the Marefchal’s Lady that her Husband is dead, 
© it ought to be fung in her Ears. Trouble me no more about 


© thofe People: I told ’em-a long time ago, that they would - 


« have done.well to have return’d to Italy. 


The Parliament of. Paris fignaliz’d themfelves in the hafte 
that they made to go and congratulate the King on his Delive- 


rance, and to confult if it were neceflary to iflue out a Procefs - 


againit the Corps of the Marfhal @’ Axcre, he anfwerd, That 
the Marfhal’s Crimes were Notorious, that the fole Affirmation 
of the King fupplied all the defe&t ot Formalities :- That-to iffue 
a.Procef§ again{t the Body of the Dead, was to call in doubt 
the King’s Power. Our Author cannot fufter fuch a piece of bafe 
Cowardice to -pafS without Reflection. He asks them if the 


King hath Right to put People to death without any Form of - 


Jultice ; he fays, that thefe are the fatal and deteftable Confe- 


quences of Principles which give the King an abfolute Power, | 
and which render him Mafter.of the Lives and Fortunes of his °. 


Subjeéts. - 
This fecond’ Tome ends with the death of the Prefident a - 


Thou, whom our Author calls the. laft of good and. faithful Hi- 
{torians. Bi | 





Gerardi Noodt Furifconfulti Fulius Paulus, five de partus. expo- 
pofitione & nece:apud veteres. (Liber fe 
den, 1700.. : 


Here is an excellent fragment of Fulius Paulus in the Di 
under the Title, De agnofcendis & alendis Liberis, whi 


hath not been well underftgod even by the Learn’d ; forafmuch | 
as they believ’d that Lawyers Opinion to be, that a Father who . 
exposd his Child, was as blame-worthy as-he:that kill’d it; and < 
that he was fubje€& to the Punifhment ordain’d by the Cornelian . 


Law, againft Parricides. .. 


M. Nood-: 
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M. Noodt fays, That they who thought fo, have not ma ° 
enough confidered the Roman-Cuftoms in that Refpect in the 
time of that Lawyer, wherein it was “permitted to athers not 
only to.expofe their Children, but to kill-them, and to <incurr no 
Punifhment for it , this is the thing that engag’d him to compofe 
this fall Treatife. — ; 
He fhows that fome civiliz’d Nations left it to Parents, by their 
‘Laws and Cuftoms, either to bring up their Children, to expofe 
‘em, or even tokill em. <Ari/fot/e in the 7th Book of his. Re. 
publick, Chap. 16. fays, that they had fome Cities in Greece 
which forbid Parents to éxpofe their Children, and that there 
were others who allow’d it. Evzam affures us, that at Thebes, 
Parents were forbid, on pain of death, to expofe their. Children, — 
Plutarch reports in the Life of Lycurgus, that at Lacedemon it 
did not depend upon the Parent to difpofe of his Child. He 
was oblig’d to carry it to a placecall’d Lefque, where the moft 
ancient of the Tribe vifited it, and if they found it ftrong and — 
well fet they affign’d it one of the 9000 Portions of Land for 
its Nourifhment. But ifit was feeble and weak, they canfed 
it to be caft into a Bogg, which they called the R : 
near Mount Taygetus, as neither being good for it felf or 
the Republick that it fhould live. ‘de 
Dionyfius Halicarnaffeus writes in the fecond Book of his Hi- 
ftory, that Romu/us oblig’d Parents to Nurfe all their male Chil- 
dren, and all the eldeft Children of their Daughters, and forbid — 
‘em to kill any Infant under three Years of Age, if it were not 
monftrous or maim’d. In refpe€t of monftrous Infants, he per- 
mitted Parents to expofe “em, after having fhown ’em to five 
or fix Neighbours, who gave their Judgment on them as mon- _ 


_ The Laws of the twelve Tables confirm’d the fame Difpof- 
tion. But the Romans did not contain themfélves within the _ 


Limits which thofe Laws preferib’d. They took the [3 g 
rid themfelves not only Samer lS jie a choke a 
that difpleafed them, or who might be } a 

' too : > 


coverd this Inhumanity, was that an Infant in the | 4 
— or that was not yet delivered toa Nurlé, was nota 





This Cuftom was not abolithed by the me 
called Plancia, Yt did not ordain any thing pens wag c= ; 


expofed 
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expofed or killed their Children, It only ordains, that when a 
Man would divorce his Wife, it is permitted to the Woman, to 
caufe to be fignified to her Husband, within thirty days of the 
Divorce, that fhe is with Child by-him, fo that he may be 
oblig’d to acknowledge the Infant that fhall be born. . 

This inhumanity of expofing and killing Children, was not 
forbid by any Law under the Pagan Emperors. Nay, "twas not 
. abolifh’d under the Emperor Dy ge who contented himfelf 

with abhorring it, and providing for the fubfiftance of Infants, by 
commanding that when the Parents were reduc’d to fo great Po- 
vetty as that they could not maintain ’em, their Food and Ray- 
ment fhould be furnifh’d °em out of his own Revenue. This 
gteat pg ke inftead of punifhing thofe Parents who had ex- 
pofed or killed their Children, enafted in 331 a Eaw, which is 
the firft in the Book of Theod. de Infantibus expofitis, to invite 
‘Strangers to bring’em up, and to deprive the Parents of the 
hopes to have ’em again from thofe who brought’em up. 

The Emperors Valentinan, Valens and Grattan, were the firft 
who by the Law, 2. C. de Infant. expof. derogated from the an- 
cient Right, and prohibited the expoting of Children. From all 
which our Author concludes, that there is a great difference be- 
tween the Rules of Law and the Precepts of Law. The Rules 
of Law extend only to the A€tions done in the exterior Court ; 
whereas the Precepts of Law comprehend all the Devoirs thar 
Equity and Reafon, demand of a good Man. ‘The Author of 
the Caufes de la Corruption de P fac hath clearly exprefled 
this diftin€tion in thefe Words , Ur wnorent Liges, non téneent 
Senatus-Confulta, Fus civitatis ultro pie vere fludi- 

nt. ms 


un F es i rudentum penitus reformi 
When Fulius Paulus = that it was permitted to Parents to 


fé and kill their Children, he {peaks according to the Rule 

of Law: But when he fays that a Father who expotes his Child 
and: refufés him Nourifhment, kills him in effe&t, he had in view 
the Precepts of the Law ; fince the Manners of Men came to be 
compleatly reform’d, the Precepts of Law are become Rules, and 
the expofing and murdering Children, which was formerly per- 
mitted, is ftri€ily forbidden. Thofe Crimes which went unpu- 
nifh’d under the Pagan Emperors, were fubjeCcted to tigorous - 
-Punifhmeént by the Chriftian Emperors. This is only fince Va- 
lentinian, Valens and Gratian publifh’d the eighth Law, Cod. aa 
Legem Corneliam de Sicariis.. Before their time ree ve 
) erv 
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{orv'd in the oth Chapter of his Apolggeticks, how much the 

Chriftian Religion was more perfect in this Point, than the 
Roman Laws. Nobis vero Homicidio femel interditio, etiam Con- 
ceptum utero, dum adbuc fanguis in hominem deliberatur, diffol- 


vere non licet. Homicidit feftinatio eft probibere nafci: Nec re- 


fert natam quis eripiat animam, an nafcentem difturbet : Homo 


eft, 7 qui eft futurus, © fruttus omnis jam in femine eft. 





ee 
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Lettres choifies de M. Simon, &c. i. e. Sele Letters of M. Si- 
mon , wherein are to be; found many Secrets relating to Learn- 
ing. Printed at Amfterdam, 1700. 12° Pages 244. 


HE Book whofe Title we have juft now read,contains a great 
T many Secrets relating to Learning ; which, no doubt, will 
be pleafing to all the Learned. They that know M. Szmon, or 
have read his Writings , cannot doubt that thefe Letters are 
his. 

They are 34 inNumber. 1. The firft fpeaks of the Studies of 
Cardinal Rich/iex, and of the Conference which he refolved to 
hold at Paris, for the Re-union of the Reformed. M. Szmon 
faith he had the Particulars trom Lowis du Laurens, who had 
been a Minifter in Languedoc, but that- being afterwards turn’d 
Roman Catholick, when the Cardinal died, he entred into the 
Houfe of the Fathers of the Oratory at Pari, where he lived 
till 1665. He told M. Simon, that his Eminence was not fo 
learn’d in Theology as was reported, thathe the faid dw Laurens 
had convinc’d him of many popular Erfors which he held, and 
that he had certain Infirmities from time to time, which would 
not let him ftudy much. But he did by others what he could 
not do himfelf. He fpar’d nothing to have learned Men with 
him, who were able to give him Extratts of what was moft re- 
markable in good Authors, but efpecially in the Ancients. Dz 
Laurens told him, that to unite the Reformed, he ought to di- 
ipute with em only by the Scripture, and to make ufe only of 
their own Verfion, without troubling himfelf with enquiring in- 
to the Original Text. Du Laurens, who had the Care ef this 
Affair committed to him, and doubted the fuccef§ of it, defired 
P30 Cardinal to joyn with him a Dottor of the Sorbonne, a Je- 

uit, anda Father of the Oratory. But the Cardinal, who was 


then 
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then at Rwe/ anfwerd in thefe Terms 7 The Dottors of the Sot- 
bonne were good for the ancient Hereticks, and I will not make ufe 
f the Fefuites inthis Affair: And as to what concerns the ¥a- 
thers of the Oratory, they are too Miftagogical, do you manage it 
your feif. It was the Cardinal himfelf who was to difpute 
againft the Minifters, and d« Laurens was to be near him. If 
du Laurens may be believ’d, they agreed that to cut fhort the 
Difputes, the Miniiters muft be gain’d. He fent into the Pro. 
vinces dexterous and trufty Perfons, and made’ 'ufé of feveral 
Jefuites, who fucceeded in the Negotiation. . The greateft part of 
the Minifters of Languedoc anfwered, That they muff at leatt 
fave their Honour, and that when the King had a mindto ex- 
ecute the Project they talk’d of, they fhould be ready to obey 
him. Thofe of Normandy appear’d likewife tra€table enough, 
but it was not the fame with thofe of Sedan, and a few more 
elfewhere. We may believe that this is what dz Laxrens 
told M. Simon; but we are not to believe it from dz Laurens 
meerly on hisown word. However, the Cardinal’s death put an 
end to all thefe fine Projetts. 

2. The fecond Letter {peaks of certain Works of Father Mo- 
vin of the Oratory, which were never publifh’d. M. Simon can- 
not endure that one fhould preferr or equal this learn’d Man to 
Father Petaw. The latter indeed had not read fo many Rabbins 
as Father Moriz, but he had other Learning which fignified more 
than the Rabbinical Studies. He tells us, that this Father of the 
Oratory had great Difputes with the Approbators, concerning 
his Book of Pevitence, and that they caufed him to ftrike out 
of ic a whole Treatife, Intituled, De Expiatione Catechumeno- 
yum. They pretended that he thereby ruin’ Auricular Confef 
fion. It was probably this that induc’d him to write an Inve- 
tive again{t the Parifian Divines, which was never yet publifh’d. 
This good Father had a Colleftion of all that he had found Sa- 
ical or KefleCting in ancient Authors, and made ufe of it on 
occafion; and particularly in what he wrote againft Tay/or and 
Booftus. He caufed to be printed in 1653, a Letter againft cer- 
tain Cuftoms of the Congregation of the Oratory : But it was 
prefently fupprefied, and the Author forc’d to ask Pardon of his 
General. 

3. In the third Letter he fpeaks'of a fmall Treatife of Rigeurs, 
which is very fcarce. It is on the famous Paflage of Tertullian, 
which feems to equal the Laick’s with the Preachers in cafe of 

L neceffity. 
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neceflity. He fpeaks likewife of what ome Ayn 1 
ys have writ on the fame Subject: : He affures us th ae i 
ter had not printed above 20 Copies of Rigauts's ~4 = 
M. de PAubefpine Bithop of Orteans made fd ti — 
would oblige the Author to retraCtit, becaufe of the hopes ar 
to make his Court at Rome,to get a Cardinals Cap. M. 1mon lays 
that there are in Rigawts Work many Remarks, which come 
near the Sentiments of the Reformed. Grottus wrote to con: 
arm Rigautss Work, and Father Petax wrote in favour of 
fpine. fs 
. On haber tells us in his 4th Letter, that the Critical 
Works of Lowis Capel, and of the two Burtorfs, are not always ° 
exact, becaufe they had not good penn of the Bible, and 
other neceffary helps. He points out thofe Manuicripts. Accord- 
ing to our Author the Critick of the former contains: many uwn- 
profitable Things, becaufe he read none but printed Bibles. He 
multiplied more than he fhould have done, the various Readings 
of the Hebrew Text, and is oftentimes miftaken which he 

{peaks of the JMaffora. 

5. The tifth Letter which is longeft-in the whole Work, was 
writ in 1681. contains am Anfwer to a Book intituled; La Poli-* 
tique du Clerge de. France. M. Simon contradiéts the Author of 
this Treatife, in faying that the Defign to ruin the Reform’d in 
France was not form/’d till after the Treaty of the Pyrezces. He 
tells us that the Cardinal de Riche/teu, form’d it, for which there 
is very great likelihod, and that if he had not died, the Reform’d 
had been ruin’d fooner than they were. He fays that the Jefuits 
are not indiipenfibly engag’d in the Inrerefts of the Court of 
Rome. * That Society, fays he, profefles to efpoufé no fingular 
* Opinions, but only the moft common, and thofe that agree 
‘ moft with the times, and places wherein they are, and fo 

' they don’t apply themfelves to the Pope’s Intereft, bur on thefe 
‘ Terms, We likewife fee that they abandon it very often, to 
" take part with the King, efpecially when he is ftrongeft 
When M. Simon wrote this Letter he was not fo good a Friend to 
the Society as he was afterwards, 

He fays that all Catholick Dominions have a Right to reject 
the Popes Bulls, when they don’t pleafé, without giving offence 
to thoie of that Communion. In France it’s enough if the 
words de motu proprio be in them, to reject them abfolutely ; 
becaufé the French will not have the Popes to meddle with their ’ 


Affairs 
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Affairs, unlefS at their own defire. The Spaniards fhow more 
Refpe&t and Submiffion to the Pope’s Orders. They receive his 
Bulls with a great Veneration ; but after having read them and 
examind them according to the Laws and Cuftoms of the King- 
dom, if they don’t find them comformable, they make ufe of 
the way of Supplication, to reprefent to the Pope, that what 
he requires by his Bull, cannot be done, it being contrary 
to the Laws and Cuftoms of the Place: After which they put 
the Bull into a Coffer, and then “tis never more heard of; this 
they call plegar la Bulla. 
_ The Approbation that the Court of Rome gave to the Expofi- 
tion of the Faith of the Catholick Church by M. de Condom, 
furpriz’d many People. M. Simon endeavours to recover him to 
whom he wrote from that Surprize. In order to which he ob- 
ferves that the Romans whe pretend to have more wit than all 
the World befides, have found means to conform thei 
Opinions with thofé of all other Nations, how different fogver 
they are from theirs. For which end they acknowledge two forts 
of rights, one of which they call $as Striffum, and the other 
Fus Remiffum. The firft which is the rigorous Right is accord- 
ing to them, the true right ordain’d by the Laws; whereas 
the fecond is only a toleration or permiffion. They exercile the 
firft in a good part of Irafy,; where they areabfolute Maiters; 
and the other in places where they cannot do otherwifé,, without 
tiiqueing the lols of all, by this Principle they accomodate 
themfelves to the Opinions and Cuftorns of the Perfons with 
whom they have to do, without diminithing any of their Pre- 
tenfions. This is what they call the Wifdom of Serpent 
and indeed it were to no purpofe for therm’ to alledge that it has 
any thing of the harmlefnef§ of the Dove, 
- M. Sraon adds that they have’ a pardlell maxim in France, 
There they permit the printing of feveral Books compos’d by 
Uhra Montan Divines, and againft the-received Doctrine of the 
Kingdom ; but if a French Author fhould writé the fame Max- 
ims they will not fuffer him to print them. Father Thoma/fir is 
a goud inftance. He purposd to write Latin Remarks on the 
Councils, wherein he undertakes to eftabli{fi the abfolure Autho- 
tity of the Pope overthofe Aflemblies; which he judg’d to be of 
little neceffiry in-the Church, forasmuch as according to him, it’s 
fufficient to have recourfe ro the Pope. The French. itrongly 
oppos’d the publication of this Treatife which the Author cor- 
: L 2 rected 
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refted in feveral, but.notwithftanding. all this, he could not 
in li to print it. | me “hos.s 

its bcamslirs faid that the Monks are entirely devoted to the 
Court of Rome, and the Author of the rage cid de Clergé, fays 
fo with an infinite number of, others. M. Simon obferves on 
this Head, that there are Declarations of the Council in France, 
which forbid them to have any communication with that Court, 
without imparting it firft to the King’s Officers appointed for 
that end. It’s true that this Order is not always rigoroufly ex. 
exuted, and that the French many times fhut their Eyes, that 
they may not difquiet them for things of {mall Importance. 

6. In the fixth Letter M. Simon prefers the Libraries of 
France to thofe of England, he fpeaks of a Mf. Dialogue 
between Dail/é and Creliius compos’d. by Theodore Maimbourg 
who died in England, of the Principles of Socimus, wherein the 
Author, he fays refutes the Treatife of M. Dai/e intituled, 
Faith founded on the wie: can gives the caufe for the Socinians. 
M. Simon denies in the fame Letter that there was any. defign to 
reunite the two Religions in France, efpecially adds he, * At 
‘ time when we are in a Condition to make the Hugonots to en- 
* ter into the Church by force. Then he fpeaks of the Defigns 
of Charles Il. King of England, to eftablifh the Catholick Reli- 
gion in his Dominions,and he blames the Duke of Yor£,who after- 
wards declar’d himfelf a Catholick, z.¢. for not playing the 
Hypocrite longer. : 

7. The 7th Letter is addref§'d to a Swids who had tranflated 
from the German into French, the Book of Gerfon a converted 
Few, againft thofe of his Nation. This Verfion was loft by 
the Printer, to whom it was given to be publifh’d. M. Simon 
fays that that Few fhow’d much Learning and Sincerity, in all 
that he faid of the Errors and Superftition of thofe of his Nati- 
on. That which is fingular in’ this Letter, is the Opinion of 2 
Cabbalift ‘Few, with whom our Author had fome dealings. He 
told him that the refin’d Cabalifts did not believe that fall of An- 
gels, of which the Chriftians fpeak. He pretended that the An- 
gels were not call’d wicked, but in refpe&t to the Funétions in 
which God srt Sr _M. Simon having ask’d him what 
thefe refin’d Cabalifts thought of the Devil, Satan, fays he, Is 
: not of himfelf white nor black, he is much like the frit 
~ Captain of the King your Mafters Guards, if that Captain 

were appointed by his Mafter to do nothing but bloody Execu- 


tions 
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tions. This he pretends to prove by that which is faid of Sa- 
tan in the beginning of the Book of 705. He was found in the 
prefence of God with the other Angels, and can’t be diftinguifh’d, 
but by the eee that was given to him. It will be no 
way difficult to refute this Vifion by the Scripture it felf. The 
Accufation alone, that the Devil brought’againft 7ob is a good 
proof of his Malice. 

8. 9. Thefe two following Letters contain M. Simon’s Judg- 
ment on the various Greek and Latin Editions of the Works of 
S. Chryfoftome, It’s to Italy that we owe the firft Editions of 
Greek Books, as well thofe that concern Learning, as thofe that 
relate to the Ecclefiaftical Writers. ohn, Matthew Gisbert Bi- 
‘ fhop of Verona had in the begining of the fixth Century, a 
Printing-Houfe, where he employ’d at great Expences feveral 
Work-men to print the Greek Edition of the Homelies ‘of 
St. Chryfoftome on all the Epiftles of St. Paw/, fome envious 
Perfons decried it at-laft, and maintained that befides a great 
number of Faults, there were entire Pages cut off. But M. Sv- 
mon who hath carefully perusd it, affures us that there is but 
one place where it wants one Page. The only compleat Greek 
Edition that we have, of all the Works of that Father, is that 
which Henry Savil printed at Eaton in England in eight Vo- 
lumes in Folio in 1612. He hath there inferted feveral pieces 
which were not Chry/oftome’s. Here we find feveral curious Re- 
marks relating to Azzanus, a great Pelagian, who hath tranflat- 
ed into Latin the Greek Homilies of that Father on the Gofpel 
according to St. Matthew. - : 

10. In the tenth Letter we have Kefleftions on Origen, and 
on the different Editions of his Works. Fames Merlin.a Di- 
vine of Paris, was the firft that made a Colleétion of that Fa- 
thers Works in Latin. It was printed at Paris in 1512. this 
occafioned him much trouble from the Doftors, at the head of 
whom was Noe/. Beda their Syndick, we have all the particulars 
in this Letter. M. Szmon feems to have a great, Efteem for 
Origen. He believes he is of great ufe to underftand the Greek 
Writers that wrote after him. He pretends that Luther and Beza 
cou’d not endure him becaufe he was not of their Opinion as to 
free will, and fays.that he was a great help to Era/mus, in 
compofing the Differtation on that Head, that he oppos’d to 
‘s fs and which is as Monfieur Simon fays one of his beft - 

orks. | 


11, In 
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‘Toront Editions of Bucer’s Commentaries on the New 
eae Genebrard and Grotius accufe thofe of Geneva 
with having corrupted his Commentaries in their Edition: But 
M. Simon believes that this Accufation is not well founded: By- 
cer is commendable in that he propofés to give only the lit- 
teral Senfe. He could not endure fuch Allegories, that might 
as well be applied to Homer, Virgil, or any other Poets, as to 
the facred Pen Men. Yet at this day they are fo pleafing toa 
certain fort of Men that one cannot pafs for a Divine in their 
Opinion if he hath not his head full of thefe Faacies, empty 
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11, In the eleventh Letter we have diverfe particular Remarks 


Mufick, if there be any fuch thing. Bucer defin’d Herefie 
in a diferent Manner from what we do now a days. - It is ac- 
cording to him, a Diftemper inclining Men to create Sefts, and 
to divide the Church of Chrift into different Parties, he that 
hath this Diftemper is an Heretick, and not he who being only 
fallen into an Error, follows his own Vifions or thofe of others, 
inftead of true Doftrine. 
Bucer undertook to jultifie Zuinglius as to the Aceufation a- 
gainft him, for denying Original Sin. He fays that that Learn- 
ed Reformer did never deny, that it was a Diftemper of Na- 
ture, and a blemifh entail’d upon us from Adam. He only deni- 
ed that it was a Sin of our own Commiffion. M. Siso7 obferves 
on this Occafion, that it feems Zuinglius affeCted to explain him- 
felf more exactly on this Head, than other Divines, becaufe he 
was of thisOpinion, that the word Sin did not properly agree to 
to any but actual Sins. probably he believed, that it was more 
to the purpofe to call Original Sin, A Diftemper of Nature. 
12. The twelfth Letter contains the Author's Judgment on Fe- 
russ Commentary on St. Fobx, before which he hath wrote a 
Preface, that is not to be found, but in the Edition of Aents 
in Folio. It’s long fince, twas obferv’d that. that Learn’d Fran- 
* agers sca often in the Language of the Proteftants.. He was 
or this reprov'd by Dominique Soto, a \earn’d Divine of the Or- — 
der of St. Dominique, but Michael de Medina a Religious Man °' 
of the Order of St. Francis wrote his Apology. M. Simon’ fays. 


_ that _Ferus gave no other ground for this Accufation, but that in. 


his Commentary he copied equally after the Catholicks and Pre- 
-teftants, as he himfelf affirms in’ his Epiftle Dedicatory. This 


would have been fomething if Ferus had {poke the Lan f 
4 . . ua 0 
the Reformed, only in his Commentaries; they nie ave : 


-excusd: | 
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excus'd him, by faying it was 2 fort of a Chain of all that In- 
terpretets, as. well Hereticks as Orthodox had faid: But it ap- 

ts by his other: Works that he was not far ftom the King- 
a of Heaven. We fhalf foon be convinc’d of this, if we do 
but read his fmall Treatife, Intituled, Examen Ordinandorum. 

13. In the 13th Letter we have the Analyfis of a Book which 
is very fcarce. It is a Freatife of Richard Radz/pb, intituled, 
Summa ‘in quefhionibus Armenorum. Here likewife our Author 
explains why Radz/pb is not far from the Principles of the Pro- 
redhat tho” he wrote long before they came into the World. 
This Radu/phb was. Arch-Bifhop of Armagh in Ireland. He ad- 
mitted nothing for a Principle of his Theology, but the fa- 
cred Books, becaufe, fays M. Simon, he propofed to himfelf to 
refute. the Errors of the Armenians, and feveral other Sc&taries 
of the Levant, who did not admit for a Principle of Religion, 
any thing but the Holy Scripture. He agrees likewifé not to.re-_ 
folve the Difficulties which the Armenians propos'd to him, bur 
by the force of the literal Senfe 5 which obligd him afterwards 
to explain what he underftood by it. The Literal or Hiftorical 
Senfe is the fame that the immediate Avtlors of the Scripture 
propos’d to themfelves. . But if the Apoftles at any time made 
nf of Paffages of the Old Teffament in another Senfe, Radulpb 
agrees that their Argument holds true only in refpe&t of tholé, 
who knew that they were infpired, and not in refpe€t of others. 
The mifthief is, that they often employ ’em againft thofé whom 
they would perfuade of the Verity of their Religion ; which 
makes it evident that there ought to be another Anfwer fought 
for, and that we fhould: fay there are Paflages in Sctipture,, which 
may be taken ina double Senfe, the one Literal and the other 
Myftical : That thofe againft whom the Apoftles difputed 
were agreed on it, that there was nothing remaining but to make 
the Application. 

The Arch Bifhop of Armagh publifh’d divers Sentiments in 
this Treatife, which were maintain’d afterwards by Wicclif; and 
this happened, in M. Simon’s Opinion, becaufée he would have 
nothing advanc’d which was not conformable to the Scri-' 
pture. . 
14. Inthe 14th Letter he enquires, why in the Colleftion of 
Sadoler’s Letters they have not inferted thofe that he wrote to 
the Reform’d at Geneva, and to Fobna Sturmius; and what wete 


that Cardinals Reafons to be fo ftrongly oppofite ‘to the Senti- 
. " ments 
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ts of St. Auguftin on Grace, Free-Will, and Prede ination, 
M. Simon safes “ the firit Head, That the genteel and fair 
manner wherein Sado/et us’d the Reformed in the Letters which 
he wrote to em, and the moft ftri&t Bonds of Friendfhip that he - | 
profefied to have with Srurmius, Melantion and Bucer, were the , 


Caufe of the fuppreffion of thefe two Letters. As to the 2d 


_ Article, he anfwers , That- Sadolet had much more efteem_ for 


St. Chry/oftom, and for all the other Greek Fathers, than for St. Au. 
gujtine, who feem’d to him to have feveral times gone too far, 
in his Books againft the Pe/agians, and. who under the pretence 
that what he faid was to defend the Glory and Omnipotency of 
God, manifeftly ruin’d the freedom of our Will. Moreover, he 
tells us that Sadolet was not the only Man of his Time, who had 
fo great an efteem for St. Chry/oftom, almoft all the famous and 
me learned Men of Ita/y were of the fame Opinion, M..S?- 
mon adds, That there was form’d a fort of a Society of Perfons 
well vers’d in Theology and other Learning, to re-eftablifh the 
Doétrine of the Greek Fathers. That that pafled at Rome un- 
der Clement Vill. between the Dominicans and the Jefuites, con-. 
tributed much in I7a/y and all over Europe to re-eftablifh the Au- 
thority of St. du/fiz, whom the Jefuites themfelves durft not 
abandon afterwards; at leaft, they would make the World be- 
lieve, that they differ’d not from his Do&trine. The Ufe that the 
Reformed made of the Authority of the Bifhop of Hippo,to.con- 
firm their Sentiments,had brought him much into difcreditin the 
Opinion of the moft part of the Do€tors of Rome. 

15. In the r5th Letter he {peaks of fome Treatifes of Maldo- 
mat, which were never publifh’d, and here he tells us that he 
di&tated the Difputes on the-Sacrament, in the College of the Je- 
fuites of Paris, which were publifh’d under his Name, and that 
feveral learn’d Men thought they were not his. M. Simon hath 
read a Treatife on the Trinity by this Jefuite, which was not 
printed. Ala/donat hath there colle&ted with great Care what 
was faid on that Head, both by the Orthodox and Arians. 


16. Inthe 16th Letter he fays, That the Book De Tribus Im- s 


poftoribus is a meer Imagination ; and obferves on this occafion 
that the beft ee of Books are fil’ with Titles of Works 
which never had a being. This in particular appears in refpett 


of a Book, Intituled, ¢ Apparat de Poffevin, whi ae 
a very good Book, PP uy im; which og is 


17. The | 
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1% The 17th Lettet contains Remarks on a Book, Intituled, 
Lefprit de M. Arnenld; which, he fays, is fill’d with evident 
Falihoods. 

18. In the 18th Letter we have our Authors Judgment on 
the various Editions of the Commentaries of O/ea/fer on the 
Pentateuch, and on the Places that were cenfur’d by the Spanifh 
Inquifition. 

19. 20. The Treatife of Father Tbomaffin on the Councils, 
which was firft fupprefs’d and afterwards publifh’d, is the Sub- 
jet of the two following Letters. There are feveral particu- 
arson that Head; which are fcarcely to be found elfewhere. 
The Magiftrates having ordered this Book to be fupprefs’d, all 
the favour that he could obtain, was that the Copies fhould 
be lock’d up in a Chamber in the Houfe of the Inftitution of 
Fathers of the Oratory, of which all could not have the Key. 
Some Years after it was given to be kept by the Superiors of 
the Order of the Oratory. Father Bordes having it in his Pow: 
er, and thinking the Occafion favourable he publifh'dit- When 
complaints were made to him of it, he conféfs’d that Intereft 
had fome part in that Affair, and that as he'was Library keeper 
of St. Magloire, he had got Money for the Copies of that Book, 
with which he bought more into his Library. The Truth is he 
was entirely devoted to Father Thomaffin. 

21. In the 21ft Letter we have the Explication of the Dreams 
and Fancies with which moft part of the Books of Poftel are 
fill’d, taken from his-Apology which isin Manufcriptin the King 
of France's Library. 

22. The 22d Letter fhows that Amiot had taken a great deal of 
care to. confilt the Greek Manufcript of Plutarch, to make his 
Verfion. He denies that he is a Plagiary, as fome People have 
faid. He tells us) that de Meziriac wrote on Plutarch in French, 
but that we have nothing of it in print, that Treatife being in 

the Hands of his Heirs. M. Simon fays likewife, that the moft 
ancient Greek Manufcripts are not the beft.¥ 

23. He tells us im his 23d Letter, that the Fews of Italy 
have not the Vesfion of the Bible in their Language, becaufe the 
Inquifitiom abfolutely forbids them to publifh fach Works. Leo 
de Modena a learn’d Rabbin of Venice had a defign to have pub- 
lifh’d an Italian Verfion of the Old Teftament,but the Inquifition 
hindred it. Heendeavour’d to fiipply this Defett by a new He- 
brew-Italian Dittionary, which was - gen at Venice in 4% in 


1612. 
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1612. This Book is very fcarce, and M. Simon feems to make a 
great Account of it. It were to be wifh’d that it were reprinted; 
ns likewife the Treatife of Mesirack, of whom we juit now 
fpoke, on the Epifiles of Ovid. Iv is fearce, and an Excellent » 

ook. | 
. 24. The 24th Letter contains a Judgment on Father Vavaffor’s 
~ Commentary on the Book of Fob, Although M. Szmon has a 
a great Efteem for that Author, he doth not deny that there 
are grofs Faults in that Commentary, of which he gives us 
the Plan. He tellsus in the fame Letter that the Jefuits of Pont a 
Moufjon have retrench’d feveral things from Maldonat’s Commen- 
taries on the Evangelifts. galvt : 

2s, In the 25th Letter he fpeaks of the famous Breviary of 
Cardinal Quignon, from which he. hath expunged moft of the 
fabulous Lives that are found in the ordinary Breviary. M..S7- 
mon afiirms that the Fables of which this firit Breviary is not yet 
quite purg’d, were never approv’d of by the honeft Roman Ca-i 
tholicks, but he adds, that if they muft all be expung’d, there | 
will remain almoft no Saints Life, amd then, to fpeak the Lan- 
guage of our devote Folks, there will be no more unttion found in 
at. There is nothing fo dry as the Life of a Saint, which con- 
tains nothing furprizing and marvellous. °Twas for that reafon 
that the Metapbraft retouch'd the ancient Als, which were in 
Greek, that be might therein infert fuch Fables as he made of bis 
own Head, 

How commendable foever the Reformation of Cardinal Qwig- 
non was; it did not pleafe the Doftors of the Faculty of Divi- 
nity at Paris ; they criticis'd on it in 1535. and their Regifters 
ftand, yet charg’d with this judicious Critick, which-did nor 
hinder but a few Years after, there were feveral Editions of this 
x hata publifh’d with their Approbation and the Kings Pri- 
tilege. | 

26. In the 26th Letter M. Simon complai | 
maim’d Father Morins Letters in the Eaition “ reed aeeaias 
publifh'd in Engdand. He {peaks likewife of the manner how 
the Council of Trent was receiv'd. in’ France of the yari- 
ous Ads that were made on that Head, and of a Memorial that 
he hath fen in Manufcript, containing the Articles of Reformati- 
on which the famous Barthewlemew des Martyrs by 
that Council to be propos’d -therein. They . cay ae ae * 
Difcipline but did-not meddle with Do&trine. | eg ' | 

27. He 
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24. He tells us in the 27th Letter, that Charles de Herfaz 
a Parifian is the Author of the Book intituled, Optarus Gal 
lus de cavendo Schismate. In M. Simon’s Opinion that Work is 
“tittle worth, and is written in fo bad Latin, that ic would have 
fallin of icfelf if Cardinal de Richliew had negle&ted it. But he 
would make a great noifé, to make himfelf ufeful to the Courr 
of Rome. There are feveral Anfwers given to it, the chief of 
which was that of the Jefuit Rabardeax. 

28. The 28th Letter {peaks of the particular Cuftom of the 
Counts or Canons of Lyors, of not bowing their Knee at the 
Elevation of the Hoft, a cuftom that was authoriz’d by an A& 
of Council, againft a Cenfure of the Sorbonne. This Elevation, 
befides, is not very ancient in the Roman Church, and is not 
yet practis'd amongft the Greeks nor other Chriftians in the 
Levant. 

29. The famous Treatife of Reuchlin, call’d Speculum Oculare 
is the Subje&t of the 29th Letter. This Letter was cenfur’d by 
five Univerfities. Rewch/im thought that having the Honour to be 
a Member of the Faculty of Theology at Paris, that Society 
would {pare it. He wrote very humbly to them, but obtain’d 
nothing; .the Faculty pombe with the utmoft Rigour, and 
unmercifully condemn’d one of its Members, who was perhaps 
more learn’d than all of them. The Divines of Douay were 
more juft than thofe of Paris, they were favourableto Reuchlins 
Works, maugre all the Parifian Cenfures. 

- °30... Two, fall’ Treatifes little known; and which M. Si- 
mon thought very ufeful to reunite the Proteftants with the Ca- 
tholicks, are the Subje€t of the. 30th Letter: The firft is that 
of the famous Bifhop ds Be//ay, intituled, /’Avoifinement des 
Proteftans @ PEglhfe Romaine. The fecond is Verons, who had 
been a Jefuite, and is intituled, Regle Generale de la foi Catbolt- 
que, fepareé de toutes les Opinions de la Theologte Scholaftique,& 
des autres Sentimens particuliers ou abus. ee | 

31. The z1ft Letter fpeaks of an Hiftorical Differtation: of 
M. de Launoy; on. Predeftination and Grace; wherein he con- 
demns the Sentiments of St. Auguftin. Thisisa Manufcript Dif- 
{ertation. . Never did Jefuite dare to write in fuchan outragious 

manner againft’ the Defender of Grace. He affirms boldly in 
his Preface, which is recited at large in this, Letter, that if 
he does not follow St. Auguftin, it is becaufé the Dof&tors were 
capable of erring; and that they — no other belief than 
2 what 
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hat they merit by the Force and Solidity of their Reafons, 
M. Simog doth not feem to have any great Efteem of the (Ca. 
ityof M. de Leunoy. : | \ 
ee -* The two following Letters concern the Works of | 
St. Ferome. M. Simon there {peaks of the firft Editions of that. 
Father, he gives us his Judgment on the Novel, which was pub- 
lifh’d under the Name of Prodromus. He fays that thatFather wrote 
the Hebrew Words, in Latin Charatters, that he hath cited an 
his Works; and makes diverfe Remarks on his Book of Hebrew - 
Nouns. 
34. The laft Letter {peaks of the Commentary of Agediius 
Bifhop of Acerre on the P/alms, which M. Simon feems to 
efteem much. He tells us likewife that Peter Moria a Parifian is 
the-Author of the Colle&tion of the Greek Scholia, which is an- 
nex’d to the Greek Bible of the LXX. that was printed at 
Rome. | 
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Inftitutiones Phyfice ad ufum Scholarum accommodate, i.e. A - 
Courfe of Phyficks for the ufe of Schools, by Francis Bayle, 
M.D. and Profeffor of the liberal Arts in the Univerfity of 


Tholowfe. Printed at Tholoufe 1700. 4° Tome. I. contain- 
ing 560 Pages. : | 


T'S only the firft Volume of this Work that we can here give 
any Account of. We may give this Chara&ter of M. Bayle, 
that he isa moderate Cartefian. He is none of thofe who tye 
themfelves up to Des Cartes’s Notions in every thing. He leaves 
him when he thinks he is miftaken, and either follows new 
Tracks unknown to him, or adheres to the Opinion of the An- 
cients, which that great Man did fometimes abandon without ~ 
any good Caufé, Befides, there having been abundance of fine 
Experiments made fince Des Cartes’s time, which he had no 
ume or opportunity to make. We find in thofe Philofophers 
who have wrote fince his days almoft.an infinite number of Pha-— 
nomena explain’d, which Des Cartes never once thought up- 
on. M. Bayle that he might accommodate himflfto the Ue of 
the Schools, hath on feveral Occafions made ufe of Scholaftick - 
Terms without any feruple. His géneral Method is to relate in - 
au Hiftorical Manner,the Sentiments of Ariftotle, and afterwards 
: thofe 
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thofe of the Ancient and Modern Philofophers who were not of 
Ariftoties Mind, and at the fame time he obliges us with their 
feveral Reafons. Sometimes the feems to efpoufe no particular 
fide ; but it’s eafie to perceive that he is moft inclinable to 
Defcartes. He is of his Opinion that the Effence of Matter con- 
fifts in the Extent; and he has the fame Idea’s with him of 
oe Vacuity, Motion, and the Rules of -their Communication, 
of the form of divets Bodies which he will have to confift in 
the Magnitude, the Figure, the Order, Motion and RKepofé of the 
Patts, of the three moft fimple Bodies, which are called Dy 
cartes’s Elements, of the nature of Heat and Cold, of Light, &c. 
-This may. ferve asia general Idea of M. Bayles Phyficks. 
To be more particular, you. may take it thus, He divides it 
into General and Particular. Whe General. Pare after his Prole- 
omena, in which he touches only on thofé things that are moft 
ential, treats’ of ‘the Principles of natural Bodies, oz. thofe 
called the Principles of Generation and Conttitution, and of the 





Reft, Place, Heat, Cold, Fluidity, Light, &c. Our Author, with 
Ariftotle, reckons three’ Principles of Generation, viz. , Matter, 
Form, and Privation, without any regard to the Kaileries of the 
Cartefians againft the latter. | 
Speaking of Place, he examines if one and the fame Body 
can be in feveral Places at the fame time; and anfwers in the 
Affirmative. For fince, fays “v they fay that a Body is ina 
Place, becaufe God hath produc’d it in that Place, nothing can 


hinder but that it may be at the fame timein féveral Places,it God - 


rg to produce it at the fame time in feveral Places.. Pro- 


ably M. Bayle and thofe of his Communion who maintain the 


fame Opinion, have another Idea of the Identity of a Body 
than other Men, who think very reafonably, that the Identity 


of Place is of the Effence of the Identity of the Body, and . 


that the Diverfity of Place includes the Diverfity of the 
Body. 
inte next place he treats of Motion and Reft: As to Reft, 


M. Bayle is wholly of Defcartes’s Mind, who will have it to be - 


fomething pofitive, becaufe it is no lefS difficult to bring a Body 
which isin Motion to Reft, than to move a Body that is at Rett. 
Father Malebranche abandon’d De/cartes upon this Article. But 
M. Baile is not fatisfied with his Reafons, and obliges us with a 
Confutation of them. Father Abulebranche faid that Reft a 

thing 


—¥ AffeGtions and Properties of Bodies, fuch as Motidn, . 
Reft 
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thing pofitive, becaufe *tis futficient to conceive that God hath 
created a Body to conceive it in reft, Whereas for Motion not 
only we muft conceive that God hath created it, but alfo that 
he hath communicated Motion to it. Our Author anfwers, -that 
when we conceive that God hath created a Body,we don't conceive 
it more in Reft thanin Motion, and that to conceive it in 
Reft we muft not only conceive a Body, but alfo its perfevering 
in the fame place, as to conceive - in Motion, we muft con- 
ceive that it changes place perpetually. — ; 
As to what refpells the Caufe of Motion, ‘M. Bayle is of Opi- 
nion with all Cartefians that God is the:firft Mover, and that he 
preferves in Nature the fame quantity of Motion which he | wp | 
duc’d at firft. But he does not agree with them, that a Body 
which moves hath not power to communicate it's Motion to ano. 
ther Body, and that in order thereunto God annihilates’ the Moti- 
on in the firft to produce it afrefh in the fecond. He believes 
on the contrary, that from this alone that one Body moves, all 
being full in nature, it follows neceffarily that it muft communi- 
cate Motion to other Bodies, which furround it, fince it muft 
neceflarily difplace them. Perhaps thofe who. fay the Power of 
God interveens in this, {eek too much for a Myftery where there 
isnone. M. Bayle thoroughly examines all that -which concerns, 
compounded Motion, the Communication of Motion,and its other 
Properties without the Knowledge of which, there’s no penetra- 
ting into:the Caufe.of the Effects of Nature. : soneertif 
t is by this that he eftablifhes the Neceffity of Des Cur- 
zes’s three Elements, the Exiftence of which he proves by Rea- 
fons peculiar to himfeélf, at leaftI don’t remember to have feen 
them elfewhere, 
And as *tis not to be doubted that Nature as by the Laws of 
Mechanifin. M. Bay/e joins to the Treatife of Motion, an Ex: 
planation of the Principles of Mechanicks, which is not ufually 
met with in the Courfe of Phyficks, fome Philofophers havi 
not fo much as given any attention to thofe Principles, and 
others having fuppos'd that before we ftudy Phyficks, we muft 
learn the Mathematicks, of which Mechanicks is one of the 
Principal and chief Parts. We :find therefore here the principal 
Theorems and Problems which are ordinarily demonfttated in 
thofe Sciences, and the Ufe of the Principal Machines which they 
mention, fuch as the Lever, the Pully and the inclining Plan, &c. 
He {peaks alfo of the Equilibrum of Liquors, which he applies 


in 
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in particular to the ‘Motions of the Mufcles; of which he ex- 
ee the whole. Mechanifm by the Liquors that fill them. It’s 
y the fame Principles he demonftrates the Reafons of rolling 
and wind Pumps, the Caufes of the Afcending and Defcen- 
ding of the Water in the Cocks). what: it.is that muft happen 
when folid Bodies are thrown into Liquids, according: as .thofe 
| Bodies are-more, lefs, or equally weighty, with the Liquids into 
which they are caft, and according as they are hollow or eéntire- 
ly folid. As to the Effect of Blifter-Plaifters. » M. — agrees 
that the Principal Caufe. of the fwelling of :the Flefh,' is the 
preflure of the Air upon the Plaifter, ‘and. upon all the External 
art of the.Flefh, but he does not take that tobe the fole:Canfe. 
his {welling proceeds alfo from the Humours and Blood; which 
by their Heat have a tendency to dilate themfelves,: and a€tual- 
ly do.fo when they are: not. prefs by an Exterior Air, That 
which happens to Animals in Mr. Boy/es Pneumatick Machine, is 
a good proof of it, for we no fooner draw the Air but they 
{well confiderably. 


The Ancients thought that the Water was always on the 
Level in crooked Fiaueies how different foever the fize of their - 
Branches might be, but now we are fully convined of this Er- 
ror. We know that if one of the Branches, of a Cock, for 
Example, be one or two “inches Diameter, and the 6 

half a Line, that the Water will rife much higher in the little 
Branch than in the greater. Some Philofophers have aftrib’d 
this Difference to the Air which not moveing fo freely in the 
{trait Branch as in the large one, had not fo muck force to - 
deprefs the Water, but our Author isnot of that Opinion. His . 
way of explaining the Phanomenon is much more likely. He 
obdferves for this end, that the Air, and the GlafS$ never agree - 
well together, and that. by confequence betwixt the Concave - 
Surface of the Cock, and the Convex Surface of the Air 
which fills it, there’s always a certain quantity of more fubtile - 
Matter, which equally feperates the Air from the Glaf6, 
becaufe it equally rencounters all Obftacles for letting the 
Pores of the Air into the Pores of the GlafS or Vice-verfa. The - 
thicknefs of that fubtile matter is equal in the ftrait Branch, - 
and in the large, but by the proportion which the Cylinders have 
betwixt themfelves, the fubtile Matter hatha greater proporti- 
on in the {trait Branch to the Air which it furrounds, than re 
u 
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fubtile: Matter of the large-Braneh-hath to that.which it fin 
rounds, whence it follows that there’s a greater Column of Air 

opostionably, which prefies upon the Water of the) largeft 
Traneki than there is upon the Water of the ftraiteft, and by 
confequence the. Water in the leaft mutt rife higher tham'the: Water 
in the largeft. , 7 


It is quite otherwife with Mercury, it muft defcend more 
in a little Branch than in a large one, becaufé applying it felf 
much lefS to the infide of. the Glafs, than the Water does, 
there’s more fubtile Matter betwixt the Mercury and the Glafs; 
fo that-in proportion to the Column of Mercury,. there’s a 
greater Colum of Air, which preffes in the ftrait Branch than 

the large, and by conféquence the Mercury muft deftend 
more in the one thanin the other: We muft refer the fur 
ther Account of this Book till next Month. 
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A fee” “Difcourfe cor cerning Trush poi ra fe tye if matters 
of Religion. Wherein are rsoaedodie thet prope? sand certain 
"Methods oy finding and ob HUE Ones sani ssa Sa 
avoiding’ ther. . eae py Refisttions, an fewer al dl \Aiithors,.\ 
* but more | sesicalachy on, the fet Bifhop of Sarim’s: Expofitionon * 
‘the Thirty Nine Maes ¢ Chureb. of England»: »Alfoln'’ 

Preface containing fome brief Tomaks on the date Reflections ion 

Human Learning, By John, Edwards: D. Dy. London, Printed 

Ke Robinfon, I pis Bia A. st and}, sig be pines 80." 
Pre ft ore Pag. a inthe Teeeseh SpigStel Ttodd Jo ono -ftodi 
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W: Formerly gave an “Account ia: two of tir’ Jouriials for 
the Months of. April and | d44:1699.0f the'two' Parts of 
this Anon sommes ft sist or Survey of albthe: Difpenfations and - 
Marg vic ge 7 OnD* th he Beginning of the Worle! to the Confum- 
mation of all. things:. And arg now tooprefent thie Learned World’ 
with a fhort View ‘of what is eontain’d in thischis: Treatife that®' 
lies before us. But before we eaten into ithe Difeosr/e de felf, “it! 
may.not be amifs: briefly to run threugh'the::Pe ney tae | No- ; 
tice of what is; moft remarkable thereii. : 22 30 
In the Beginning. ;therefore,o olits Prefacehe tll: ams, # or hae 
“ no Man is. fure ofthe Univerfal eres: and: bation — 
“ of, what he offers tothe, Worldfrom te Prefs : : hat hells 
“a very ‘foolith Writer.,that pretends:tooahy! feich thing }But’ 
< wi that it,isfome Relief to a'Writer thaphe caine”? 
ether abundance of, Inftances to this Purpofe, ike ok de 
uf er, if he og Id: See eee ee iaak that tthe # 
fares. no worfe than Others: haye dete-befane-hin | 
he--obféryeS: what. ,Cenfures. herrea? aes rae 5) Danni 
nes, erodoti, ‘Th hn ides, aiid feverakothien @ real NV riters! 
See Ott ee cand? Modern';» » 
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ings, not as Cornelis Agrippa, only fora Trial of Skill, ina De- 
clamatory Way, but that he comes {ober aud‘ferious-to.overturn . 
other Mens Opinions and Works. In confidering: the feveral 
Parts of the Refleter’s Treatife, Dr. Edwards undertakes to fhew 
wherein that Author. was miftaken, even whilft he was finding 
fault, with the Slipsef other Men. But we fliall not enter into: 
the Detail of thefe matters, ’tis enough ta take Notice, that the 
Dr. utterly diflikes the Reflecter’s Way and Method of fhewing the 
Neceflicy of revealed:Truths from the Deficiences of Human Arts 
and Sciences, fince there is no Affinity betwixt thefe two, nor 
can any Conclufion or Confequence be drawn-from-the one to the 
other. Inthe Clofe of the Preface he acquaints us what gave 
Birth to this particular Treatife, and fays that it is among the 
Reft, one of thofe Preliminary Difcourfes,which he defign’d fhould: 
make way for thofe Entire Treatifes on the feveral. Heads of The- 
ology,. which will compofe « Body of Chriftian Divinity, 

Aiter this fummary Account of the Preface, we pafs on to,the 
Book it felf, which is divided into thirteen diftin& Chapters. 

In the firft Chapter, he evinces, (againft the profeffed DoGrine 
of Pyrrbo and his Followers: the: Scepticks tothe contrary,) That 
shereis fucha thingwsTruth, land that we'are as fure-of it as of our’ 
own Beings. This he. does from the following. Arguments, 
Firft, of the Nature and Make ‘of Man’s Soul: Secondly; from: 
the Exiftence of God:.Thirdly, from the Reality of moral 
Goodnef$: and) Laftly, from the common: Pretences made to . 
Truth, Haying thus clear’d the Way, by eftablifhing the’ Ex-.. 
aftence of Truth :: He: them lays down'the: general Scheme’and 
Method of his whole Defign, which in fhort is this, (1.) Briefly 
to enquire into the Nature of Truth.-(2.) To dire us tothe. 
Head and Fountain of it. (3.) To fhew what are the Chanels in... 
which it reams down.to us from that Fountain. (4..) What it is 
that, ops and dammis.up the Carrent of Truth, ‘And‘(5.) Whats. 
it is.thag gives its Streams a free Paflage. Thetwo frit of thefe 
Points: he difpatches. in the remaining Part of this Chapter ; "On. 
= - ows aeaee ve ews but on the two laft, 

re the main of his Defign : 
eft Part of his Treatife. . Bee Oe eee 

I. As to the Nature of Trath, the Dr: difplays frit At ebr a 


ing to its different. Sitwarien and “R a Hel Sedat 
Fadgments. and Ap efidence in ‘us, whether in OUT 


prebenfions, or in our Wills and Affettions, of in, . 
Lives and Pra&ic¢es: And 
then,. 


our. Tongues, or laftly in our Aftions, 






a 








ie a Te ad 5, yep ST a RE Mae 








: Cre! Boke heii tiweae fh: | 

for Febphatp, VOI ~ 99 
then, according to its different Relations and Ajpects ; Upon both 
which Accounts it is varioufly.denomihated. . And here he ob- 
ferves, that Truthin our Uaderftandings and Judgments is the 
Primary and moft Genuine Notion of Truth: And as this influ- 
enceth upon the other Faculties and Parts of Man, fo and ho 
otherwife it is faid to be feated in them. 

II. In pointing out to usthe Head and Fonatain of Truth, he 
proves that the Divine Mind is the Original Fountain of it : 
That. Things are therefore true, becaufe they areconformable 
to the firft Draught and Scheme of all things in the Divine Mind, 
becaufe they are agreeable to that primitive Delineation aud 
Image, that Original Idea and Model. He farther adds, “‘ That 
“all Truth ought to be adjufted to the Firft and only Meafure of 
“Truth, 4. e.the Supreme and moft Perfect Underftanding of 
“God Who is the Father of Lights, the Original and Archetypal 
Truth, and Uncreated and Effential Verity.” Under this Head 
he undertakes to refute the falfe Notion of Ideasin God, main- 
tain’d by fome Ancient and Modern Platonifts ; and to eftablifha 
true One of his own. ’ 

INT. ‘After this he proceeds to take Notice of the third Thing 
he propos’d, viz. The Chanels wherein Truth ie convey d to us from the 
Fountain Which he. fays are thefe two, Resfon and Scripture. 
Of Reafox he treats in the Second Chapter, which he takes ina 
very large Senfe, underftanding thereby firft, Inmate Notions : 
And Secondly, Difcourfe and Argumentation, with all the means 
and Affiftances which we make ufe of in our Reafoning and Dif- 
CORI gy hres Be rare Ye -* 

That there are certain funate Notions and Conceptions in our 
Mids which convey Truth‘to us; And of what different Sorts 
thefe First Principles ate, our Author fhews at large; and takes 
Notice that this Do&rine of Innate Nations hath met with Oppo- 
lition from feveral Hands, as from Socinus, Bifhop Pearfon, Dr. 
Parkér,and Dr. Withols,.. However to wipe off all the, Suggefti- 
ons and Gavils of thefe Authors, and to maintain, and fuppott 
the Credit of the Jagrafted Notions of Truth in all Men, the Dr. 
undertakes to prove thein'from the following Arguments: (1.) 
From the Nature of the Soul, which isa Thinking Being: For (as 
he argues) if the Soul bea Thinkiog Being by its Effence, then 
Thoughts and’ Ideas of things are Innate, For it cannot be of the 
Effence of the Soul to.think, and not to have Thoghts and Con- 
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tial and Natural to ity. and ‘yet to. D Saige ma. it: There- 
fore it muft follo bens in Hoxt s ty, a esha 
are In é. (2), e Exilte Tinate, Id 
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tions of As 
things which Have no ‘Dependence: ‘upon’ Nae S; otttward 
jeéts, but are purely hte ia S piritial 5 fg af ace 
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that they até Innate Previa eit cy 
univer fal Pasa ant it Set Nh 

not colfPenite, if t ty were id ct ie 
of Man, as he is ‘Man, they would Havel ae 4 a footing 
among the generality of Minkiad, ‘which we ihe they fae 


4.) And lately, to con rim what hath beet faiid, he, adds 
tts hed ‘Of Surphfa na Phat? this: ‘Dsetrise ; of Tin: } 
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whe fis yay its * tts us, That’ in cite xt plac 
come to kndty the tae by Ritional ce ‘tad Ar, ag te ee 
by Deducingof things Conferdently ‘from an ot a thi 
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a$ Well as ‘froma within 9 j 
briefly” thet, a" Afoip, aay ct 
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Fad a3 sigala Difcovery pny Ged, it i isienougis ae what 
pe feyexal Ages:of: ‘iec\Wicitdds Wor. befot 
er the ite pel both under Adofes and. under Qhiist, iMaesate! 
Fe ig4on was never alone hug always; ateendedhiavech idte cadehie§ 
the .whole-he infers, That it ishighky Réafohabh ang fuil , 
that. we { fhould. haye.an,\ high; gfteemniof all Revealed Religion, 
finge, it is the foutce aud Spring, of the: greateit and mott id 
Haus. eS ang fish asiet mokt to be valmed by ‘uso! He 
‘conchade the wing: that Kenjfemand |Reularion atk 
0 tis an ihe ih anaes andithat by theteotwo aa 
G9 Froyerigs Lo! gionpare tobe, decided. .otqniD srmel 
. The two. lalt .things.which-be, propos ‘din his Scheme, 
a to Am what itis that {tops and damms.up the Carrent ‘ot 
Truth, an “At iS, bee ines | its. treams.afreePallage. ‘He 
Unites b aA of ifeolsie-sepetheniandiim fhe wing 
what ate he, iri Panos E and Viindgances, of Truth atthe’ fanie 
time and Nast e Undertaking lets usifeeiwhatdre the Help; 
and Furt ma ‘of it,.and -how. it.may -haye a cleariand free 
Paflage dows. ta us, “Phe: oCaufes af Error, he, pe ee two? 
fold, Voluntary of. Tyvoluntary. asia Anker Coan yaibae!l 





| ns with, the Latter, ee Juuolunpany: Capi oft Eveer 
s aebaaie ns.to. De, 1G LT The Weaknels 2nd Paverty.of “Hire 
mane a, andings. (2.) The Excellency:and <Tranicénden- 


re SE fome. Objects;in; our: Religion. . hs) ihe walt! Variety’ of 
the ‘Objects which: we Coverfe. with. (4-) The Refenr-: 
blames. which Eryor. oftentimes. -hath,,to Teuthy which! laft hed 
lyftrates. in Inffances both in.aaJnferiory ‘and -of. ia Higher Wa! 
ture... ;CGoneerning, thefe forts.of Errors; hefays, Joiat herein wel 
ina Cnet ur. ‘tea that we, fhall not, Aifwer tor.the Wedk~ 
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indulging an unruly Fancy,and nourifhing of Enthufiafn. (8.) B 
a Senit Atationof Obfcurities. (9.): By a Love of Qnat i 
and Difputing.. (10.) By running into Extremes. * (r1.)° By Pre- 
judice arifing either from Education, or Cuftom’, or any oth¢ 
thing. (12.) By foftering Extravagant A ffections and Paffions 
(a By willful Negle@ting to fearch into Truth. And laftly, 

By Leading a wicked and ungodly Life. Of all thefe eeuetk 
difcourfes diftin@ly; and ‘as he pafles from one Head to another, 
f he continually inferts the Proper Remediés againft the Maladies | 
he difcovers. The firft four of ‘thefe Gaufes he difcuifes in tht 
fourth Chapter, and particularly enlarges onthe Jaft of thefe, 
viz.. That fome are deceived by a feeming Strittnefs and Foline)s, 
and fo are.betrayed into Grofs Errors. He inftances in the Pharifees 
and Falfe\Apoftles ofold, and feveral other Aticient Hereticks; 
who by afeeming Auferity of Life betray’d“the People into 
ee as re erat Modern: faves of the 
rch o ¢, in the Anabapeifts of Germany ;' and in the Qua- 
kersamong us. Upon the whole matter, he lays'this iy 2 a 
certain Verity, That Outward Stritnefs and Aufterity are no 
ftanding Rule, no infallible Sign of Truth; which hé makes good 
fromthe: Words of our Saviour, A4atr. 7.1 §:as alfo, tha if they 
were fo, then the Pagans and Turks might pretend “to be-as'‘mucl 
in the Right as we Chriftians. bt Ast) | ABR ae ae 
On the fifth Impediment of Truth and Promoter of Error 
(viz. 4 giving too great Deference and Refpett to the Authority of 
Men, and believing Do&rines merely becaufe fuch Perfors affert 
them) our Author beftows a particular Chapter. Herein “he 
lets us fee What Authorities ot Meii are to be fufpetted by us 5 
and tells us, That when we are about our Enquiry ‘ito Truth, 
weare to remember that neither the Great, nor the Learned, nor 
= ~— — — an Ste to be confided therein; . 
? ele four Things lie inffts ditinaly’, ‘and “illdftrates by’ 
Bre eae ore ) : " at ot OMe ti 
_lwthe two. next Chapters he treats of ‘the fixth Canfe of 
Vidw Aden’ over-valicing “of Antignity , Lae heli 1g too much 
es former Times ; a fond Doating on all that their Fore- 
believ’d, with a Difliking of all that is faid fince. ‘And ‘het 
Dr. Edwards profe(fes himfelf to have all due Refpect anc 
rence for the Ancients, and blames thofe who defpife thent':’ ¥ 
he ner aen forbear adjoyning, ‘that fome. rrors an A; Ahouds ’ 
Old, sltbough Trath is the Fide; ‘And that therefore w . 


















































rake to be PS y Sa a left we © be: cilehetie Then he 
fhews.in feyeral .Inftances: of Chriftians, Pagans and Jews, thas. 
Antiquity. hath been made a Pleafor Error, and more efpecially 
that the Church of Rome has upon all occafions made ule of this 
Plea. . He farther. advances, that as Error may be Old, fo Truh 
may.be New 5;That the Ancient; Fathers: were not wetl skill’, 
in the Hebrew. Tongue ; and, That the Latter Ages: upon feveral: 
Accountsare-more. knowing than the Former. ' After this he pro- 
ceeds to fhew, that tho’ the Writings of the Fathers are of very 
great Ufe.and’Excellency, yet they were not exempted from 
Errorsand Miftakes. This he proves by Inftances taken outjof 
the Writings of the Fathers both of the Greek and Lati# Church: 
Of the former. he. particularizes the Miftakes of Jreneus,- Fujin’ 
Martyr, Clement of Alexandria, Origin, Eufebius and Epiphaniu: : 
And among the Jatter, he fets down ‘the Errors of T ertulliar., 
Cyprian, Arnobius, Laftantius, Hilary, Ferom, and Auguftin. Then 
he tells..us, That as particular Fathers were. fubjectye particular, 
Errors and Miftakes, fo.there were fome Errors common toinolt. 
of them, a long Catalogue of which he gives-us,..” At laft to Apes; 
logize for himfelf, ia. being fo free withthe Fathers 2 he informs, 
us-that-they-themfélves: freely cenfured and found. fault with one. 
Another :, ‘Phat as S.:\Auguftin mgenuoully. acknowledg’d,and, re.’ 
tracted his own Errors, fo he,took notice of thofe of other;|Wri-° 
tersof.the Church, in-a mas that fince- that, time: feveral- of 
the: Reman Communion ( nojlefs than.the Reformed). have\ with’ 
Freedom. pafs'd Cenfure,on the Fathers Writings. 4 boan pai 

In the Eighth Chapter he proceeds to another Caule of Error’ 
and Impediment: of Truth , » which is , an indaleing of an} sme 
Fanvy,. artd.nourifbing of Enthufiafm, inftead of a folid Reafoning 

and Judging iconcerning things. - From this exorbitant oo he 
obferves itis, that fome are apt to defend p, 


oe came ap 
and, the- Foretelli Events -Ceven thofe that; 
vais of Men): ‘by eos faulting he Stars Fe fews, 












aes cious Mr.-G wry in his: 


World; That the Art of Foretelling future Events~is aeinan- 
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lea d by all the Ny: C6 ja nd ews Tron, ries 
Afttologers Concefions ana mwExpetience, That’ No: J 
canbe Pofitive in foretelling finns: Evers’ pars: * Betides this: 
Oh Fudiciary Aftr ology, ‘ informs Us of: weet other Errors’ are 
ticularly: reigning among the Romdrift?, ‘which’ owe theit Rife’ 
to’this Petulancy of Imagination. | Now for the avoiding this! 
Cante of Etrét the gives:this Advices“ ‘Let that Mai then who! 
“would-be free from Theft,’ be'carefil to keep hinifelf from all 
“oRxtravagant Heights, and frregular Exaltments of the Imagi- 
“ nation. Let not Hunior’and Fancy pal with him for Truth. 
“ Diftinguith between Solid Reafon and the Flafhes' of Fancy, 
“ between real Argument and Quaint Conceit. And let it be 
“ remenrbred, that Trathlis Simple and Naked, ‘but Falfehood 
7 * Cloaths it felf in feveral Shapes, and Difguites it felf in di- 
‘ vers Colours. . 
In the fame’Chapter Dr. Edwards aifcourfes of inother Caute 
of Errorand Hindrance of Truth, viz. a Fond Affettation of Ob- 
fcuvities ‘and Miyfteries. This he fhews-at: large in feveral In- 
ftances, taken from the Gnofficks, the 'Schoolmen ‘and Cafuifts, the 
Profe(lors: ofthe Spagyrick! art, the Onakers, aid the’, ers, 
the Rife and Progrefs: of which laff he’ takes notice of!’ , 
thé whole hefubjoyns'this Caution’, Therefore’ here you are 
_ ‘concert’ to" take Heed 5 ‘avoid thofe Men whe ftudy to be 
Gute,” arid like no Divinity but in Mafqueradé: Let’none 
“ “pet eyou that: Nonferfe and Raving are Sacted, “and'that 
* << Bet AE Tafpital is the ‘befE Divinity: School. "Tat, “a 
‘ isa good Rule*whith’ is Piven by ‘a lare'fagenious fuane 
«edi ncting for Trve, but what! you idee know to be fo: 
Ba. waite: r Trach, but what refents it felf rc and 
SD or Hyud ments,” — rach is«plain“and confpi- 
ie Ea > odes azes, in: land® 
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tions. Of the fame ftamp he reckons the Papi/?s and the Quakers, 
whoare both great Sophifters and Wranglers. He concludes 
this Point by fhewing the Vanity and Folly, as well as the Mit 
chievous Confequences, of Willtul Brawlings and Difputiags. 
The next Caufe of Error and Impediment of Truth mention’d 
by our Author in this* Chapter, is AZens flying out into Extreams, 
and not keeping the A¢edium where Truth 1s feated. A parti- 
cular inftance of this he gives us in Nataral Philofophy, fome of 
the Ancients, efpecially the Pythagoreans, attributed Rationality 
to Brutes; whereas Cartes, Gaffindui, Willis declare thofe Ani- 
mals to be mere Afachines or Automata, now both thefe Opinions 
are Extremes and Erroneous, whereas there is a Afedium -be- 
twixt thefe, which is, that Brute Creatures have Souls, fuch a; 
they are, vz. fenfitive ones. From Natural Philofophy he afcends 
to Inftances of a higher Nature, vz. in Religion, where he fhews 
of what fad Confequences Mens flying out into Extremes have 
had both in the Primitive’ Times, and even fince the Reforma- 
tion. The Reafons why Men run thus ont into Extremes, he 
fays, are thefe, (1.) That Men think themfelves Oblig’d to take 
one part or other: If they undertake to handle-a Point, they 
reckon they muft carry it clear on one fide, or elfe all is fpoil’d ; 
they muft neceflarily hold to one Part, and beat down the other 
right or wrong. (2.) Choller and Paflion inflame Mens Minds, 
and pufh them'on tothefe Extremes: In the heat of their pur- 
fnit they advance too far, being in their career.and full {peed 
they cannot ‘ftop themfelves. He clofes all with a Word of 
feafonable Advice, deliring us as we are Lovers of Truth, to 
avoid Extremes; to take the middle Way, and then we are fafe ; 
to Sail between the Dangerous Rocks on both Haids, and this 
alone-wilf be fuffictent to help and-guide us in finding Truth. 

The tenth’ Chapter gives us an Account of another Canfe of 
Error, viz. Strong ‘Prejudices fettled in the Minds of Men, ariling 
firft from Education and Cuftom, fecondly, from. particular 
Employments, Profeflions and Studies, and thirdly, froma par- 
ticular Temper of Body. How much Religion and Truth have 
foffered_ upon all thefe Accounts, the Dottor proves frem abun- 
dance of proper and fuitable Inftances too long to be inferted, 
er fo’much as abridg’d. 

In'the next Chapter Dr. Edwards treats of the twelfth Caufe 
of Error and Hindrance of Truth, viz. Adens Stubborn Paffions 
and Extravagant Affections; Of which he reckons the following, 

O C1.) 












a 


| Y eam’ Se 
ro6 Xie or toe! ‘BA R NED, 


.) Bafe Fear, (2.) AffeGtion” of Vain Glory, (3.) Anger, 
oe Undue “EBS feveral Kinds of which he reckons up, tuch- 
as Self-Love, an Undue Love of and. regard to others, an ex~ 
ceffive Charity, and an Unlawful Love, (§.).A Love of the 
World, (6.). Ambition and Envy, (7.), Pride and-Arxogance,, 
and Self-conceit, And (8.) Levity and Unfettledaeis,. How far 
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each of thefe Extravagant Paffions and Affe@tions carry. Men into: ay 
Error, and hinder them from coming at fe Truth, our Author — -' 
briefly and diftin@ly thews. He infifts chiefly on the laft of 


thefe, viz. Levity and Unfettledne/s, and,among other things, 
obferves that, Scepticifm is the ufual Companion of this flippery 
and inconftant Humour: That the Geatlemen of this Genius de-. 
light in Paradoxes, and Love to amufe the World with ftrange. 
and furprizing Notions. And here he blames M. A¢alebranche, 
Mr. Lock and Mr. Toland for their unftable way of Writing ; nor 
does he {pare the Bifhop of Serum, complaining that. his Lord- 
thip’s late Expofition of the Thirty nine Articles is Scepticaland Ho- 
vering. From the whole he infers; “ That the direct. way. to, 
‘“ Truth, is to rid our felves of all unruly and diforderly Afe. 
“ feftions. He that is a Slave to his Paflions cannot be free in. 
“ his Searches after Truth, | sky 

Another great Caufe of Error and Impediment of Truth, is. 
a Willful Negletting of Searching after Truth. Now for the Re-. 
medy of this, our owing Bs i gre EEG wd In> 
duftry as neceflary helps f attaining of Truth, and this. 
upon the Account of the many Fabulous Ay Counterfeit Wri- 
tings which are Extant in the World ; as alfo from the Example 
of thofé Ancient Searchers after Truth who were very. Induftri-. 
ousinthat way. Nay,he propofesto us the taking fome, Pains 
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inthe Love and Prattice of Sia; Whilf on thea 
and Upright Life conduceth both to the Purchafing 
ving of Truth. Thefe two things lie handles' dif 
proves, from ‘Scripture, from Reafon and. from the j 

thews, from Scripture, Reafon and the Blefling of God: 
attending it, thataGodly Life advanceth Truth = —s_. 
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The Fir5t and Seconid containing Pag. 431. Part 3. Pag. 288. 


Very body (efpecially among the Learned, for whom we 
chiefly write) is well enough acquainted with the Occafion 

of the Controverfie, that has lately been fo warmly manag’d on 
both Sides, concerning the Rights, Powers and Privileges of an bck 
lifh Synod er Convocation ; fo that we need not trace eaters ba 
wards, nor give any farther account of the Rife and 
this Difpute. *Tis fufficient for our prefent purpofe to’ Sarre 
that the Author of this Treatife, which we are going to accouat 
for, has engag’d himfelf:on neither fide, but pretends'to givéa 
faithful and; impartial Hiftory of thefé things with Sinceri fand 
Unbiafe’d Inte erity. , 

His whole Work is divided into three Parts. In the firft he 
treats of the Ecclefiaffical Synods and Civil Couneils both together , 
till the time of reohi melt; becaufe for fome Ages they were 
fcarce difti A oe Ge One another- In the fecond: Part he 
treats difti y of Share Celiedils or Parliaments , after the Con 
quest-; and enquires how far the Clergy were concern’d inthem : 
And in the Third he gives an Account of our Ecclefiaftical Councils 





Pe ort ; ds, which have been fince the Conqueft. Thisis the Me- | 


ich’ Dr. Hody; $ to himfelf in his Hiftory 5 b but to 





- And here we'ca ine pretend to pive'a mii nute savey ob whan 


is contain’d ih this Treatife, the Natute of the Subjet® will not 
bear it; nor can we trace it ftep by ftep, unlefs we would'tran- 
{tribe the hg All we can do is feprefeit: things in the 
th. with out cotttag: too nicely ita oe 
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‘Thus have we run through the whole of This Treatife, and 

have confin’d our felyes to the Author’s own Words. We 

defign not, nor is it our Province to give any Judgment of it, 


nar the Learned and Pious Reader to be Judge om — 
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He hers in his firft Part with afortof Introduction, fhewing 
of what fort, and how many Members.an Englifh Convocation, or 
Sy cod, as it now ftands for the Province of Canterbury, confilts;. a6 
alfo after what manner the Prottors for the feveral Diocefes are 
chofen; with the difference betwixt a Convocation, call’d by the 
Archbifhop’s Mandate, and one Summon’d by the King’s Writ di- 
reed to each particular Bifhop. Having premis’d thus much, 
He enters upon his Hiftory of the Ancient Conftitution of our 
Syuods and Councils, wherein his Defign is-to fhew by whofe 
Authority our Synods or Councils.have been wont to be call’d 
fronrthe very. beginning, who the Members -Conftituent were, 
’ and what the Ena&ting Power. anit 

He begins his Hiftory as high as the middle of the Fifth Cen- 
tury, and tells us, That the firft Synod, mention’d to have been 
in this Ifland, is that of Verulam, An. 446. againft the Errors of 
Pelagius;, After this he informs us of feveral other Syneds, aflem- 
hled upon feveral occafions, and of the pretended Charters that 
were faid to be granted , tho’ he fays they were all, before the 
begianing of. the 8th Century,, without Controverfie, forg’d and 
Spurious ; Eftates, and evea Privileges. too, being before that 
time convey’d without any Writing : and Withred King of Kenr, 
who began to Reign about the Year 700. is faid to have granted 
the firft Written Charter or Diploma. Nay, he Gueltions the: truth 
of many of the Charters made fince that time. down to the Con- 
queft; it being a Matter fullof Obfcurity and Uncertainty. When 
he comes to the Synods of the Bighth, Niath, Tenth and Eleventh. 
Centuries, after he has inform’d us where, by whom, and for: 
what End they were held, he.annexes at the Endof each Cen- 
tury a Catalogue of the Charters granted, or pretended to be. 
granted during that Century; and takes. patticular notice of 
the Charters granted, and.the Laws that were made by. King 
ee the Cowfeffor in the Eleventh Age, jult before. the Con- 
C . 

Let this fuffice to give the World a General View o i 
contain'’d inthe Doétor’s Firft Part of his Hiftory, eee ertae. 
ot fuch matters as are.very, dark, and upon which little or no- 
Ailuragce can, be laid. He has takena great deal of pains and: 
care in.turning.over and collecting Paffages out of the. Ancient. 
Records; but by them it does not appear where the Original. 
oa of convening Synods was lodg’d. Sometimes Synods were. 
vail'a with the Authority only of the Clergy, without the King, 
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nay,fometimes againft him ; whilft at other Times they were con- 
vend by their Prince, who fat as Prefident over them. 

After the Conqueft our Account of things grows clearer, and 
a Man may givea fairer View of them, than he could of what 
went before: And accordingly our Author is more large in his 
two Latter, than he was in the firft Part. ~ 

In the fecond Part therefore he treats feparately of Srare- 
Councils or Parliaments; of which he himfelf tells us, “* That 
“© being Obliged to fearch very nicely into the Hiftory of our 
‘“¢ Parliaments to find out what Intereft the Clergy had anciehitly 
“ there, he thought it would be a thing grateful to the Curious, 
“ to extend his Inquiries a little further, and to publifh a full 
© and exa&t Account of ’em to the time of our prefent happy 
“ Eftablifhment. That he was eafily perfwaded, that it could 
“ not but be a Work very acceptable to the Gentry of England, 
“ and efpecially to thofe who have the Honor of Serving their 
“ King and Country in that great and noble Affembly. And 
“ Jaftly, That he was the more defirous to enlarge his Subject 
“ thus far, becaufe by an exa& and accurate Account it evidently 
“ appears, that the Commons ot Ergland have had place in the 
“ Great Councils of the Kingdom much earlier than what fome 
“ of late have been willing to allow. 

Our Author then begins his Account of Parliaments,. by pre- 
mifing fome things in General concerning the Ancient Conftitu- 
tion of them in the Beginning of the Normans times. He obferves, 
That it was long after the Conquelt , viz. about the middle of 
Henry \Il’s. Reign, before our State-Meetings were call’d Rar- 
Liaments, which is a French Ferm, that fignifies a-Conference : 
whereas before that time, the ufual words were Conventus, Pla- 
citum, Concilium, Synodus, or Colloguinm. He farther takes notice, 
That in the Saxon times all Bifhops and Abbots fate and voted in . 
the State-Councils or Parliaments, as fach, not on the Account of» 
their Tenures: But that after the Conqueft, the. Abbots fate: 
there, not as fuch,. but by vertue of their Tenures, as Barons ; 
and the Bifhops fate there ia. a double Capacity, 1. as Bifhops, and’ 
2..a8 Barons... He likewife acquaints-us of the Origin of the pre- 
fent Cuftom of the King’s having his Crown on, and the Nobility 
their Robes, whenever he comes to the Parliament Houfe : and. 
teils us the Robes of the Temporal Lords are (as he prefumes) . 
the fame with thofe of old : but that the Feftival or Parliamentary 
Robes of the Bifhops are quite alter d fince the Reformation, from. 
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what they were before. After thefe and feveral other Prelimi- 
nary matters, Dr. Hody proceeds to the Enumeration of the feve- 
ral particular Parliaments of fome of the firft Reigns, and to fhew 
of whom they confifted. 

The Parliaments which he takes notice of were thofe,that were 
eld under William the Conqueror, Wiliam Rufus, Henry I, King 
Stephen, Henry \l, Richardl, King John, and Henry lll. He all 
along tells us where and upon what Ends thefe great Councils 
met, what was enacted by them, and gives usa particular Hi- 
ftory of A¢agna Charta, and Charta de Forefta. 

He had intended it feems to have added much more concerning 
Parliaments in general after the beginning of Edward I, but find- 
ing the Matter growing too faft upon him, he contented himfelf 
at prefent to have brought down the general Hiftory of Parlia- 
ments to the beginning of that Prince, from whofe 22th Year we 
have an uninterrupted Series of Parliaments down to our own 
Times, in the Summionitiones ad Parl, Publifh’d by SirW. Dugdale’, 
and in whofe Time the prefent Conftitution of our Parliaments 
was fo far fetled, as that by a Law folemnly publifh’d as an Ad- 
dition to Magna Charta, with Excommunications, it was Enacted, 
That no Tax fhould be levied without the Confent of the Knights 
and Burgeffes in Parliament. : 

Ja the Third and Laft Part, our Author treats more diftin@ly 
of the Ecclefiaftical Gouncils and Synods, which have been fince 
the Conqueft down to our Times. He tells us of the feveral 
Convocations that Met, under each Prince’s Reign, and who the 
Archbilhops were, that prefided in them, as alfo what they did 
in thefe Meetings, what Canons and Conftitutions they made, and 
what Privileges aad Immunities were granted to them: by fome 
ot our Exgli{hKings. In this as well as in the other Partsof “his 
Treatiie, he corrects the Miltakes of feveral: Gentlemen, who 
have wrote about this matter, and hath endeavour’d to fet 
things in a clearer Light and upon better Authority. | How well 
he has, by the Paias he has,takea in this large Collection; deferv’d 
gi the Church ia general, aad of the Clergy ia particular; we 
aiailt leave to them. who are more immediately: concern’d sto 

MCLeToaune. , 




















tA 

























for Febuary, 1701. | tli 


—s 





The Hiftery of the Earls and. Earldem of Flanders, fromthe first 
Eftablifhment. of that Sovereignty to the Death of the late King 
Charles Il. of Spain. Being a Relation of many Remarkable Athi- 
ons that have happen’d not only in that but other (rs of Europe; 
more particularly the late Wars with the French, the Treaty of 
Refwick, &c. To whichis prefix’d, AGeneral Survey of Flanders, 
Iluftrated with the most exatt and curious Map, that was. ever 

et maae of that Country. .London, Printed for D. Brown, 
§: Crouch, J. Taylor, and A Bell. 1701..,iu 8v0. Pag. 306... 


Efore we enter upon the Hiftory of the Earls of Flanders, it 
will not be amifs to run through our Author’s General Sur- 
vey of that Country. It muftbe acknowledg’d 'to be a.very Beau- 
tiful.and Rich Region, .fince: it has been coveted after by fomany | 
Neighbouring Princes ; and; notwithftanding its having been the 
Seat of frequent and: long, Wars, yet. it isnot entirely waited; 
but keeps up part of itsGlory. It is bounded’ on the Eaft, by 
Brabant, and feparated from it by the Scheld, and by part of 
theCounty ofHairaxit;ontheWeft by theBritifh-Seaand theRiver 
Aa; on the North,by the German Ocean,and,one,of the Branches cf 
the Scheld;, and on the. South, by the 4rtefian|-and Cambrefian 
Fields, and. that »part of Hainaulr where Valenciennes and Condé 
are Situated. It had no particular Name in the Daysof Fuliss 
Cefar, but was canton’d out among the People, call’d, Morini, 
Nerviis, Plevmofii, with the AZenapis and Atrebates.. Various are 
the Opinions about its Name Alanders, whence.it is deriv’d ; but 
our. Author thinks it probable, that.the Bows and: Arrows, which 
were formerly the only Weapons of ‘War.of the Inhabitants, 
have given this Name to the Country, for they are call’d by the 
Germans, V latuderen. . 
_. When it:.came under the Dominion of the French, it was 
diftinguith’d by the Woody, Nemerofa, and by the Maritime Flan- 
ders, or e#fwaria... But at prefent it is divided into Teutonick or 
Flemi(h Flanders, into French or Walloon Flanders, and into Imperial 
Flanders, The Teutonick Flanders is the richeft, the moft popu- 
lous, and the largeft of the Three, containing Ghent the Metro- 
polis of Flanders, Bruges, Ypres, Courtray, Sluce, Offend, Niue 
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pint, Dunkirk, Bergueft Vinock, Furnes, -Dixmude, Bourbour gs 
and Mount C.ffel, belides a great many other populous Towns and 
Villages. The French Flanders is likewife very fruitful, whofe 
chief Cities are Tournay and Douay. The Imperial Flanders has tor 
its chief City Alof, and two other Towns G randmont and Termond. 
The Religion of Flanders is for the moft part Romifh : The Tem- 
poral Jurifdiaion'is now divided between the Kings of Spain, 
Frante, and the States of the united Provinces: As to Laws, the 
Fiemirg: have hardly any but their Municipal Laws ; But the 
Inhabitants have always been a Warlike Nation. 

We pafs by what the Author tells us of the Ceremony us'd in 
Creating the Earls of Flanders, and of the Privileges which 
they enjoy ; but we cannot forbear inferting that General Cha- 
raéter which he gives of all the Earls from firft to laft. “ The 
| “ Princes (fays he) of the firft Race of the Earls of Flanders, ‘J 
7 “ have made appear in all their AGtions a great deal of Piety, 
q “ Religion, Sincerity, ‘Uprightnefs, and other notable Vertues, 
“* as Generolity. In the wext thatfueceeded them, which began, 
* by the Children of Baldwin the valiant Earl of Hainaulr, an 
“ undaunted Spirit, anda great Soul was Vifible. In the Races 
“ of Dampierre and Nevers, which were next, almoft all the 
“ Princes were Honour’d for their Warlike Courage. That of 
“ Burgundy, which follows after, added to other Royal Vertues, 
“ Magnificence aud Splendor. And the Houfe of Auffria, 
** which is @ ‘Brarich of it, hath found in this Relation the Com- 
“ pleétion of ‘their human GreatnefS, and the Eftablifhment of 
** that Power which could at this time prefcribe Laws to all 
“* Eurepe, if it had been prudently manag’d, as it was firft wife- 
© ly fettled. : 

But now to come te the Earls themfelves ; our Hiftoriamo- 
mits all the Imaginary and Fabulous Princes of thatCountry ; 
and (following the moft.approved Authors) begins his Accouitt 
with Lrderick firfam’d the Buck>: ‘This* Liderick andsfix of “his 
Succeflors, had never any. other Title but Governors and Fo- 
refters of Flanders ; we havea fhort view of the Governmentiof 
each of thefe, and then comes the firft Earl properly f call’d, 
Baldwin Sirnamed Jron-Avm, the Son 6f Odoacer, who'was'the fir 


that was dignified with that Title, which he «left afterwards to 
his Succeflors, ) ati daw’ 
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After a Chara&er given of this Prince’s outward Accomplifh- 
ments, we are told how bravely he behav’d himfelf in the Field 
of Battle under the Command of Charles the Bald; how he Mar- 
ried Fudith that King’s Daughter, but without the Father’s Con- 
fent ; how he was Excommunicated for that Offence by the 
Arch-Bihhop of Rheims, and laftly, how he made his Peace firft 
with the Pope, and then by his laterceffion, with his Father-in- 
Law, who forgave him, admitted him among the Earls and 
Peers of this Realm, and beftowed Flanders upon him as a Portion 
with his Daughter, on Condition that he fhould. employ all his 
Forces to Defend it from the Invafion of the Normans, Baldwin 
did all he could to Defend that Country -from the Normans, but 
could not ftem that Torrent of the Enemy which broke in up- 
onhim. Having Govern’d about 16 Years, he died, and left 
for his Succeffor in the Earldom of -Flanders, his Eldeft Son 
Baldwin Il. Sirnam’d the Bald; who very {tify Defended the 
Interefts of Charles the Simple, againft the Earl of Axjou and 
other French Rebels. This Baldwin’ Rebuilt the Churches and 
Monatfteries, which were ruin’d by the Normans; Fortified the 
Frontier Places, to ftop the Inroads of the Enemy ; and did fe- 
veral other Pious and ufeful Works, Correéting and Reforming 
the Wicked, and being Tender and Compaffionate to the Mi- 
ferable, chiefly to Prifoners. In his time Arras, was the Capital 
City of Flanders. He Died at Ghemt,in the Year 918... in the 39th 
Year of his Government, and was Succeeded by his Son 
Arnold 1. Whofe excellent Qualities procur’d him a great ma- 
ny glorious Sirnames. He was Prudent and Courageous in the 
the Government of his Realm, manifefted his Valour and Refo- 
lution tn the Wars that he maintain’d againft France about the 
Limits, as alfo in the Quarrel, that he had uponthe fame Ac- 
count with the Emperor Orhothe Firft. Hehad a great Affection 
and Regard for the. Nobility and Clergy ; and was nolefs be- 
liev’d by his Subjeé&ts, than he was dreaded by his Enemnies. 
However he at laft fubmitted to the ftroke. of Death Ax. 964. 
in the 92d Year of his Age, and the 47th of his Reign.;..Whilft 
he liv’d he admitted his Son . hy Go xker. to me 
Baldwin Ml. Sirnamed . the. Younger, to the aa a 
Flanders 5 who fhew’d himfelf worthy of, the Poft-he wasin, :by 
taking care of the Fortifications of feveral Cities and~Towns ; 
by inviting over into Flanders all manner of ,Handicrafts.Men, 
for the making all forts of ManufaGtures., apd.by igranting them 
“ads 


ee 


great 











pay, 


it4 Che works of HeLeteanen, 
aveat Privileges. But this Young hopeful Prince after three 
years Regeucy died of the Small-Pox. before his Father ; who 
re-entred into the Government after Baldwin’s Death, aad when. 
he died; appointed ‘ Be res ky 
Arnold \\. bis Grandchild to-facceed him. During his Mino- 

rity he was committed’ to the’Tuition of AZathilda his Mother, . 
and of his Father-in-Law, who by all their Courage and Pru-. 
dence could not refift the unjuft Invafion of Lotharius King of 
France, who took from the Young Arnold, the Counties of Bul- 
len, of Feroneane, and of $. Paul, to beftow them upon the two:. 
Sons of William Count-of Ponthien, with this Condition, that they 
fhould'do: Homage for- them to the: Earls of Flanders. Arnold * 
when he was grown up, took. particular Care, that the Poor 
might not be opprefs’d by the Rich, the Feeble by the Strong,... 
nor the Innocent by the Wicked. He refus’d to be at the Coro- 
nation of Hugh Caper, whom he look’d upon asa Ufurper of the - 
Grown of: France’, tho” he yielded. the Homage of Flanders to -— 
Rebert-, Hugi?s Son and Heir. “This Earl was cut off in the 
Hower of his Age in the 24th: year of-his Reign by a Burning - 
Fever, 47.988. He was fucceeded by his Son 

_ Badwin\V. Sirnam’d Goodly-Beard, who came to the Govern- 
ment likewifé in his Minority , which gave occafion to feveral 
ot his Lords'to rebel, and refefe hin’ Obedience; tho’ upon his- 
coming to’ the Management of Affairs, they were fore’d to {ub-.. 
‘nit-to him. “He drew upon himfelf the Difpleafure of the Em- 
peror Hemy li. but was afterwards. reconcil’d to that Prince, | 
who gave him the City of Walenciennes, and the Ilands of Zeland,.. 
apon Condition to hold them of the Empire, and yield for them. 
taith and Homage. In‘his days Flanders was afflicted with fo vie-.. 
tent a Plague; ‘that thére fcarce remain’d Perfons alive able to-. 
bury the Dead. © At Iaft he died Ay. 1036. after he had govern’d » 
48 years, leaving behind him for his Succeffor, 

_ Baldwin V. Sirnaamed L’//le, from the City of that name which - 
he fancied and adorn’d more than any other-City of Flanders, . 
This Ear]-fent great Suiccours to his Son-in-Law Wiliam Baftard - 
Sen of Robert Duke of Normandy, and put him in Poffeffion of that 
Dutchy :- He eflifted him likewife in the Conqueft of England, 
aud fettled him upon the Throne, upon Conditiun, that Willam. 


as King a =e fhould pay to him and his Succeffors Earls. 
ny 


of Flanders, a yearly. Tribute of 300 Marks in Silver. He was. 
nade cheice 6¢ by. Henry the Firft » King of France, to aay 
: Guardian 
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‘Guardian of his two Sons Philip and 7#a¢h, Minors, and to-take 
upon him the Government till the Eldeft'came to Years of taking 
itupon himfelf He took from the Emperor “ary III. ail the 
‘Country between the Scbeld and the’ Dender, which is calla the 
‘County of Most ; and at laft after he had ral’ Plaaders 32 :years, 
and given neceflary Inftruétions to his Eldeft Son Bahdwin, ‘he 
pave up the Ghoft, leaving the Govetnment of Flanders ito his 
faid Son . 05) 
Baldwin V1. 'Sirnam’d Mons. He gain’d feveral Acceflions to 
his Territories ; as the Earldom of Hainanle by Marriage, Toarmay 
by the ‘Gift of ‘the Eitperor Henry thé Fourth, and :Gasndimont 
which he bought. His chief IncHinations were for Peace, there- 
fore he never uhdertook'any War;"he was fo cateful to preferve 
his Country from Robbers and bafe Fellows, thattin:his time 
fcarce any Thefts and Murders were committed. But his Go- 
vernment was but fhoft, being fhatch’d away in his Third Year, 
An.1073. He was fueceeded by hisEldeft Son fIOc 
Arnold (il. Sixgamn'd the Unhappy , becaufe of ‘the Misfortuncs 
which the Pride-afid Ambition of his Mother drew upon ‘him. 
For this Prince was not faffer’d to rule long, being cut off in 4 
Bloody Battle at AZount-Caffel by iis Uncle Robert, An. 1072. at 

the Age of Seventeen, the 19th Month of hisGovernment. 
Robert I. Succeded his Nephéw Arnold , and was the firft who 
interrupted the Lawful Succeffion of the’ Earls of Flanders, He 
Wes Sirnath’d rhe Frizled ; and by the Death of Aruold and ‘dris 
ving his Brother Baldwin out of Flanders, and by being reconcil’d 
to Philip King of France, he fecur’d to himfelf and Pofterity an 
ufi Eftate. He undertook it feems a Pilgrimage to Feru 
falem, to vifit our Lord’s Sepulcher , and other Holy: Places, 
hoping thereby to have obtain’d from’ God the. Pardon of his 
Crimes. After he had goveri’d 21 Years, he died fuddenly - 

An. 1093. and left the Earldom of Flandersto his Son: 

Robert I]. Sirnam’d of Ferufalem, whom the Hifturies of France 
extol for his Extraordinary Valour, and Name, amongft the Con- 
uerors of Afiz. Heentred into Alliance with feveral Princes, 
cur’d to himfelf the Poffeflion of the’ Town of Doway and. its 
Territories ; and had confirm’d to him by the Emperor Henry 
the sth. the Caftle of Ghent. This Earl going to the Affiftante 
of Lewis the Grofs, King of France, whofe Initerefts he had-efpous’d 
againft the King of England, was knock’d off his Horfe, and 
mortally wounded in oppofing a Sally which the Engii(h Garrifon 
P 2 which 
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which was in Aonte, made upon the French. He died within 
three days after, 4x. 1111. in the rgth Year of his Government, 
t his Son | | 
“a VII. Sirnam’d with the Hatchet, to fucceed him. This 
Prince was very exaét and fevere in putting the Laws in Exe- 
cution againft Robbers and Extortioners, and often went about 
the Cities, Towns, and Villages of Flanders to do juitice in Per- 
fon, without favouring the Rich more than the Poor. When 
Lewis the Grofs was forfaken by almoft-all his Subjects; Baldwin 
remain’d Zealous for his Caufe, and brought. him a Powerfuk 
Affiftance ; but as he was in a City of Normandy befieging the 
Englifh, he receiv’d his Death’s Wound. He died..4z..0119. in 
the Ninth year of his Reign, without Iffue, but upon. his Death- 
Bed declar’d his Coufin 

Charles 1. Sirnam’d the Good, or the Devout, his Succeffor.. He 
was Grandchild of Robert the Frizled, by. his.Mother’s Side, and 
Son of Canutus King of Denmark.. He met,with great Oppo- 
fitions at firft from Clemence Princefs Dowager of Flanders and 
her Party, who were for fetting up William of Ypres, the Son of 
Philip’ Burgrave of Ypres; but at laft he overpower’d them all. 
Being got into quiet Poffeflion, he enacted a great many good 
Laws, was very fevere againft Blafphemers, Swearers, Witches, 
Sooth-fayers, @c. was liberal to the Poor, maintaining always 
amongit his Domefticks 13 of them with as much care and re- 
gard as the Gentlemen of his Hoife. At laft this good Prince. 
was barbaroufly murder’d by one Bochard Vanjtraet,whom he had 
formerly. Gohvicted of and Punifh’d for Extortions and Rapines. 
This Marder was committed n.1126. After he had Reign’d 7 
Years, Dying without Iffue. Bochard the Author of this hor- 
rid Crime, retreated for his fecurity of the Tower to S.Dona- 
rian, butavas afterwards broke upon the Wheel, and the reft of 
his »Accomplices receivd a Punifhment fuitable to their Of- 
fence. 

Wiliam Sirnam’d the Norman, was put into Pofleffion.of the 
Government of Flanders by the Authority of his Uncle King 
Lewis the Grofs alone, without any regard had to the. juft Pre- 
tenfions of Thierry Earl-of Alface, or of Willian of Ypres, or of 
Arnold of Denmark, or of Henry King of England, who were all 
nearer a-kin to the. Deceafed Crarles of Denmark, than this Wil- 
Lam, and confequently had a greater Right to Succeed him. 
However he was fupported in the Government by the. Flemings at. 
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firft, but when he had rendred himfelf odious by the heav y 
Taxes he laid upon them, the Commonalty was fo far provok’ d, 
that they thought of nothing lefs than of getting from under his 
Yoke, and to invite Thierry Earl of Alface as the neareft Heir of 
Charles the Good. Accordingly the Plot took Effe& and Wiliam 
being kill’d at a Siege, 

Thierry of Alface took Poffeflion of Flanders without any oppo- 
fition. This Prince had made four Voyages into the Holy Land ; 
carrying powerful Succours to the Affiftance of the Chriftians. 
He confirm’d the Laws againft Murders and Woundings, as well 
as the publick Thefts and Night Robbers. He joyn’d to the 
Country of Flanders the Lordfhip of Termonde, put an End to 
the Differences between the Inhabitants of Bruges, and thofe of 
Furnes, and at laft when he had Govern’d Peaceably in Flanders 
about 40 Years, he Died Av. 1169. in the Town of Graveling, 
which he had caufed to be built, leaving behind him for his Suc- 
ceffor, his Son 
\ Philip}. of Alface, who was more Powerful than any of his 
© Predeceflors, for his Wife J/abella brought himin Marriage the 
Earldoms of Vermandois, of Valois, and Amiens, andhe took all 
the Country of Waes from Florent Earl of Holland, which with 
the Earldom ‘of los, he united to Flanders. He had a great’ 
Affe&tion for Philp Il. King of France; for whofe Intereft he was 
fo hot, that he challeng’d Richard the Firft, King of England, to 
fight with him in a fingle Duel, by that means to terminate the 
Quarrel he had with King Philip. At laft going a fecond time 
into Paleftine, to help the King of Ferufalem his Coufin, he died: 
of the Plague, -4z. 1191. at the Siege of S. Sohn of Acres, after 
he had govern’d Twenty three Years. Having noIffue, he ap- 
pointed upon his Death-Bed, his Sifter 

| Margaret}. Wife of Baldwin IV. Earl of Hainaulr, to fiicceed 
him. She had a Twofold Title to the Earldom of Flanders ; by 
the right of Proximity, and by the Will of her Brother. She 
was the firft of her Sex, that Inherited the Country of Flanders, 
and after four Years quiet Government, died 47. 1194, and left 
the Earldom to her Eldeft Son, : | . 

Baldwin Vill. Earl of Hainaule , and afterwards Emperor of 
Gonftantinople. He with feveral other Sovereign Princes, had 
taken the Orefs to go and make War upon the Infidels in the 
Holy Land 5°but ftaying at Venice, was there oblig’d to afflift the: 
Vencrians in the taking of Zara, a City of Dalmaia. During that: 
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Alexis Comnenus, the Emperor of Conftantinople’s Son, came 
= les their Help agaiatt Alexis Ducas his Uncle, who had 
Dethron’d his Father, and put out his Eyes. Accordingly they 
went to his Affitance, forc’d Alexis Ducas to fly away ; and 
reftor’d his Brother J/zac to the Throne. But upon the Death 
of Alexis Comnenus, the Princes who wore the Holy Crofs, re. 
turn’d back, and befieg’d Con/tantinople the Second time, and after 
the taking of it, elected Baldwin Emperor of that place. He 
enjoy’d the Empire but a fhort time, being furpriz’d and takea — 
Prifoner by the Bulgarians, who rie Mafflacred him, and 
cut him to pieces. Thus Ended the Life of Baldwin, An, 1207. 
the Thirteenth of his Government of Flanders, and the Second 
of his Empire over the Eaft. He left two Daughters, ‘fave mar- 
ried firft to Fernand Prince of Portugal, and afterwards to Thomas 
Prince of Savoy 3 and Margaret, married firft to Bechard d? Avenes, 
and next to William de Bourbon Lord of Dampiere ; who both of 
them fucceeded their Father one after another in the Govern- 

ment of Flanders. tt: 

Thus have we run through the Adminiftration of the firft 
Twenty Earls and Counteffes of Flanders, which takes in the 
Hiftory of upward of 450 Years: Wefhould now proceed to 
the other Fifteen that remain, but that would. {well our Account - 
too much, and the Little we have faid may be fufficient to excite 
the Curiofity of the Reader to a farther Perufal of the reft. 





A Confutation of Popery, in Three Parts 5 wherein, 1. The Controverie 
concerning the Rule of Faithis determin’d. 2. The Particular Do- 
Etrines of the Church of Rome are confuted. 3. The Popifh Objce 
Etions againft the Church of England are Anfwer'd; by Thomas 
Bennet, M. A. Reffor of St. James’s in Colchelter, and Fellow 
of St. John’s College im Cagabridge. _ Printed at Cambridge for 
Edmund Jeffery Book/eller there, and Sold by James Knapton, 
London. 1701. 8vo. Pag. 355. | ‘ 


Re Reverend Author of this Book tells us in his Preface: 


that the Books in our Language againft the Gorruptions of 
the Church of Rome, are fuch as treat either of ‘one “ more 


particular Difputes, or take in all the Material differences be~ 
twixt the Papifts and us; The firft fort are full of Excellent 


Learning 
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Learning but yery Numerous, a Good Colle&tion of ’em fearce . 
to be found, and not tobe had at fuch a Price as moft Readers 
are able or willing tobeftow. The fecond fort are extremely 
fhort, the Authors having rather propos’d their Reafons than 
urg’d them home. For thefe Reafons he thought fit to publifh 
this Confutation, wherein the Reader may have a fall View of all 
that’s. Material in this Controyerfie. - 

He hath not given us the Judgment of the Ancient Fathers, 
as reckoning that Superfluous, tiaee he hath with fo much Plain- 
nefs determin d the Great Queftion concerning the Rule of Faith ; 
for fince the Scriptures contain all things Neceffary to Salvation, 
tho’ the Ancient Fathers had really maintain’d all the Popilh 
Tenets, We both may and oughe to reject them. Few Perfons 
are able to Judge of the Opinions of the Ancients, and each 
Party charges their Adverfaries with-falfe or imperfeét Quo- 
tations; but our Author by this Method, hath made every Per- 
fon of ordinary Senfe, whois Mafter of an Englifh Bible, a 
Competent Judge of thofe Matters. The reft of his Preface is 
an Anfwer to an ObjeGtion that thofe Papers are Unfeafonable, 
becaufe we are not now in Danger of Popery. He fhews rhe 
tlfefulnefs of fuch a Treatife, tho’ there were no danger ot 
Popery , and we fhall conclude as he does, ‘“* That God only - 
“* knows what Dangers may threaten our Religion , but it cer- 
“ tainly becomes Spiritual Mariners, fo far at leaft to think of 
“* a Storm, as to make Provilion againft it ; for fhould it fud- 
“ denly overtake us, "tis to be doubted that many would make 
“* Shipwreck of their Faith. 

The firft Part of this Book contains 12-Chapters. In the Firff 
our Author proves that thofe things which are jot Contain’d in 
the Scriptures, were not reveal’d tothe Apofties. In the Second. 
he fhews that Tradition is utterly Uncertain, and Hable to great 
Corruptions. In the 3d. He fhews.we have no Remedy againit 
the Uncertainty and Corruptions of Traditions. In the 4th. He 
tells us, that the Church is nat Jnfaliible. In thesth. He fays 
that the Scripture doth not command us to receive tawritter 
Traditions, In the 6th. He proveS that the Scriptures were. | 
written on purpofe to. prevent the Mifchicfs arifing from un- 
written Traditions. ln the 7th. He fhows that we ought to~ 
receive Scriptures upon the Teltimony of Traditions. In the . 
8th. He proves that thofe Doétrines which are not contain’d.in 
the Scriptures, were. not Reveal’d fince the Apoftles Time. In 
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the 9th Chapter he fhews that the Pb ig? do contain all things 
neceflary for Salvation. In the 11th. He Anfwers the Ob. 
jeftion that the Scripture is obfcure. In the 12th. and laf 
Chapter he gives usa Summary of what hath been faid in the 
foregoing Chapters, which we will give you in his own Words. 
‘| have proved that the Tradition of unwritten Doctrines is 
: “ utterly uncertain, and liable to great Corruptions ; and that 
1g “© we have no remedy againft the Uncertainty and Corruptions 
: “ of it, either from the pretended infallibility of the Church, 
“or by any othermeans. And therefore it follows, that the 
“ Teftimony, of Tradition is not a fufficient Proof that any 
“ particular Doétrine, not contain’d in the Scriptures, was Re- 
“ veal’d tothe Apoftles. Now fince the Teftimony of Tradi- 
* tion is not a fufficient Proof, and fince there is no other Proof 
** pretended, ’tis plain that we have no fufficient Proof that any 
“ particular Doétrine, not contain’d in the Scriptures, was Re- 
** veal’d tothem by Almighty God. 
“ Thave alfo fhewn, that we have no fufficient Proof, that any 
“* particular Doétrine,; not contain’d in the Scriptures, was 
“ Reveal’d to any other Perfons fince the Apoftles Time ; Firff, 
“* becaufe we have all imaginable Reafon to reje& fuch Revela- 
“ tions; and Secondly, becaufe we have no real and undoubted 
“* Miracles to atteft them. | 
“ And therefore fince we have no fufficient Proof, that God 
** has Reveal’d any particular Doétrines not contain’d in the 
“ Scriptures ; therefore we ought not to receive fuch Do@trines 
** as Divine Revelations. 
x “* And fince we ought not to receive fuch Do@rines as Divine 
Revelations, *tis certain that the Holy Scriptures are the only 
“ Divine Revelations which we ought to receive. | 
x “* And therefore fince ’tis granted on both fides, that God 
_, Has reveal'd all things which are neceflary to Salvation ; "tis 
ee plain, that the Holy Scriptures, which are the only certain Re- 
o Velations, do contain all things neceffary to Salvation; which was 
the Propolition | undertook to prove. ae 
. __ Now, if the Holy Scriptures do contain all things neceflary 
q _, to Salvation ; then thofe things which cannot be prov’d from 
a < Scripture , are not Neceffary to Salvation.’ And therefore ia — 
; «, Our Difputes with thofe of the Church of Rome, we may juft- 
ne ly challenge our Adverfaries to produce Scripture-Arguments 
‘or.all their Doétrines ; and we nay alfo juftly rejett-whatfo- 
ever the Holy Scyjptures do not fully prove.s ©" « @ The 
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“ The Papifts indeed tell us of Fathers and Councils, which 

«¢ Names do make a great Noife in the Ears of Ignorant People : 
‘“* But we appeal to the Bible as the Rule of our Faith, and Chal- 
“ lenge them to prove their ag oe from it. We are able, 


“ *tis true, to Fight at the other Weapon, and to fhew that 
“ they have neither Fathers nor Councils on their fides: But 
“* becaufe this method of proceeding is utterly needlefS and 
** very Tedious; and becaufe ordinary Perfous are not compe- 
“* tent Judges of fuch matters; therefore we infift upon Scrip- 
“* ture Proofs. For this ReafonI fhall think my felf oblig’d to 
“ anfwer only thofe Arguments, which they draw from Gods 
** Word to provetheir Doétrines by. ~ 6. : 

The fécond Part treats of the particular Do@rines of the 
Church of Rome, and hath 23 Chapters, in the firft of which, 
our Author propofes a general Argument againft Popery, which 
is this, Whatfoever Religion Impofes thofe things as dears to Salva- 
tién, which are either abfolutely falfe, or Condeun’d by God's Word, 
or not contain'’d init, is an unlawful Religion. Now that the Popifh 
Religion does fo, he proves by the Creed eftablifi’d by the Council of 
Trent, which be here recites at large. 

Inthe fecond Chapter he fhews that the Do@rine of Tranfub/ 
ftantiation is abfolutely Falfe, which he proves thus, we have 
moft Evident Proof, that the'Subftances‘of the Bread-and Wine 
do retain after the Confecration; and tgp ht Ba is no 
fuch Change wrought, as our Adverfaries do pretend. And 
this for two Reafons ; 1. Becaufe the Evidence of Sence ts altbays 
certain, 2. Becaufe that we are Shy by the Evidence of Sence, that 
the Snbftances of the Bread and Wine, doremain after the Confecration. 
In the reft of the Chapter he makes good his Propofition. | 
= the Ht | wt Lrg Tees areer' aoa 

-prov'd from the oth of St. Fobn’stGofpel, and that for three 
Reafons ; nthe were it. barely: ale sed th Infinitely Im- 

bable, that Almighty God would make the Doétrine of Tran- — 
bftantiation a part of the Chriftian Religion, For God de- 
as that Chriftianity qhould be Univerfally believed ; whereas 


if Franfubftantiation be a‘part, ‘it molt of neceflity hiader Man 

from embracing the whole of ‘our Profeflion. For Tranfubftan- 

tiation is utterly repugnant'to our Sences; and fince itis a great 

piece of Folly to renounce our Sences; certainly no Wife and 

Confidering Man can embrace, ‘or think it poffible for a Gracious 

God to enjoin that Religion upon pain of Dartkation, the pro- 
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feffion of which obliges him to break. all the Rules of Prudence 


in Believing againit the Evidence of Senfe._. ms 
3 May not at Tafidel, whenrequired to believe 7; ranfubftantiatior, 
juftly objeé&, that Chriftianity; requires Men to -believe thofe 


‘Miracles. which prove, it True, npog the, ‘Teftimony. of ;their 


* 


Seafes; and at the fame time requires.them to believe .a-Doctrine 
which deftroys the certainty of their Senfes ¢. May they not fay, 
it overthrows its own. Credibility; and that it’s Doctrines can- 
not be True, unlefs the Proofs of it be Falfe? iT 

2. If the Scriptures did Teach it, we muft Renounce the 
Scriptures themfelves; it being evidently contrary to the Tefti- 
mony of our Senfes; anda thing which God cannot Gommiand’; 
Wherefore the Author. defires his Adverfaries; either tofhew 
that Tranfubftantiation is not repugnant to our. Senfes 5 or elfe 
to prove that we may, and ought to receive the. Scriptuges up- 
onthe Teftimony of thofe Miracles, which,are, Appeals to our 
Senfes, altho’ the Evidence of our Senfes be not.always certain, 
But our Author Defpairs of their Succefs in either. of .thefe 
Undertakings. 5. oN le 

3. That the Holy Scripture doth not Teach this Do@rine as 
they pretend : And this he proves by Examining thofe places, in 
which they think it is Taught. Our room will not allow us.to en- 
large upon this Matter, and .wehhall juft give the Contents of 
the reft, fuppofing what hath been already faid, to be enough to 
give a Specimen of the Author's Undertaking. on, 


In his fourth Chapter he proves that the 6th Chapter of St. 
John’s Gofpel doth not relate tothe Lord’s Supper: In -his. sth 
Chapter he anfwers fome Objections againft his former Chapter. 
In the 6th He proves that although the 6th Chapter.of: St. Job's 
Gofpel did relate to the Lord’s Supper, yet it cannot be-ynder- 
ftood in a Literal Senfe. .And in his7th He farther proves, that, 
although the 6th Chapter of St. John’s Gofpel did relate-to the 
Lord’s Supper, aad were to be underftoodin a Literal. fenfe ;: yet 
it does not prove the Dodtrine of Tranfubfantsation, but diredly 
contrary; In the 8th Chapter he fthews,, .that.the Doétrine of 
Tranfubjtantiation cannot be prov-d. from: the Words of. the In- 
ftitution of the Lord’s Supper. .. In his oth Chapter he fhews-that 
the Dodrine of the Trinity and the Doétrine ot “Tranfubftantiae 
tion are aot equally Credible. He fpends the next 12" ‘ 
ia Confuting the Doérines of the Adoration of the. Hoft ; of 
Vommunion in one kind ; of Prayers in an unknown Tongue; 
; j ie BAe , of 
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of the Worhhip of Angels and Saints ; of Auricular Confeffion ; 
of Satisfaé&tion; of Purgatory ; of Prayers for the Dead; of 
Merits; of Indulgencies; of Extreme Unetion ; of the Pope’s 
Supremacy : Che 22d Chapters, contains , brief Refledions. on 
fome other Popifh Do&rines.: In the 23d and Jalt Chapter he. 
concludes the Argument pe We st? Li rane ae ace 
The 3d Part treatsof the Popith Objections againft the Charch 
of England,.and hath,5.-Chapters. .In the firf€ of which our 
Author anfwers the Charge of Schifm from.the Catholick Church, 
and returns.it. In the 2d. he Anfwers.the Pretence of many 
Divifioas.-. In the 3d..he {peaks of the pretended Novelty of 
our Religion; and anfwers the Common Quéftion , Where was 
your Religion before Luther? tn, the 4th. he anfwers the Popifa 
Objection againft the Validity of our Orders. In the 5th. and 
Laft, he anfwers the Pretence of Greater Safety in the Roman 
Communion, than in the Communion of the Church of Exgland. 





— © 


The Duke of Anjou’s Succeffion further Confider’d , As to the Danger 
that may arife {rom it to Europe in General, but more particularly 
to England, avd the feveral Branches of our Trade, Part ll. By 
the Aythor of the Firft; London, Prizted for A, Baldwin. 1701. 

‘in gto. Pag. §9. ~~ A cidiwy she yt eerie ead cay 

W Hen the King of France firlt accepted of the late King of 

Spain’s Will, and receded from the Treaty of Partition, 
it put all Europe to a Stand , and the moft refined Heads could. 
not -guefs what he aim’d at. But fince.his Grandfon’s Acceflion 
to the Spamijh Throne, he has.thrown. off the Mask, and by his 
formidable Advances, gives his Neighbours too broad. Intima- 

_ tions of what he really,defigns. The Regency of Spas addrefling 
to him to take upon him the Government during his Grandfon’s 
Minority; Their Ordering . All the. Governours of the Refpe- 

Cive Provinces,.to obey.his Commands ; ‘His Filling the Towns 

of the Spawif Netherlands. with French Troops, and his prefling 

Inftances made to the Dutch for the acknowledging the Duke of 

Anjox, not to fay any thing of the great Preparations he is ma- 

king by Sea and Land, arefuch Alarms as may awaken.all Exrope, 

aad put them upon ftanding to their Guard. | 
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Thefe Steps, which. his moft Chriftian Majefty has made, 
fufficiently juftifie what Our Author advanc’d in the firft Part | 
of the Duke of Anjou's Succeffion confider’d ; But not to look back 
upon thofe great and Stacie Truths which he then utter’d, Let 
us now take.a Short View of what he offers to our Confideration 

in thisSecond Part, with refpe&to our Trade. 

In the firft place, he lays down five or fix Evidences of the 
: Growing Intereft of France; from whence, he fays, we have all 
j imaginable ground to fufpe&, that if timely Preventions be not 
4 applied , the French King’s Power will grow more and more 
| every day: and that in procefs of time, he will expect to have 
all the Potentates of Ewrepe following his Triumphant Chariot. 

But, palling by the Evil Confequences that may happen to 
the other Kingdoms of Ewrope, he more efpecially propofes to. 
confider what influence the Conjun@tion of the two. Monarchies 
of France and Spain is like to have on the feveral Branches of our. 
Englifh Trade. . 

1. He begins with our Trade with Spain, as to our buying 
their Wool, and furnifhing them with our Cloth. And how 
far it islikely, that France will,put a ftop to this, we have ground: 
_ to believe from the following Reafons. (1.) That notwith- 
. ftanding the Peace, the French and We have no Tariff of Trade 
4 fettled Fecmits us, and therefore they may endeavour the Inter- 

ruption of our Trade with Spain, out of Revenge for the Impoft 
we have laid upon Trade with France. (2.) That. the French 
have been endeavouring to fet up a Woolen Manufactory of 
their own, in order to rival our Trade to Turky and the Straits, 
and for that end will engrofs to themfelves the Spanifh Wool,. 
for Working up their Fine Cloth. And (3.) Itis evident that 
they may aim at ferving the Spanjards with Woolen Manufaéto- 
ries cheaper than we can do, or bring them into the humour of 
wearing their flight Stuffs, | | BOSE IN 
4 The Chief Objection to be made to all this is, That the French’ , 
| have no occafion for the Spamifh Wines, which we buy in return 
for our own Commodities. To this our Author Anfwers , 
1. That the French, who are: now Mafters of Spain, will not fo’ 
much confider the Intereft of the Spaniards, as the Intereft of 
France, and, 2. That this does not hinder but the French may be 
both Merchants and Carriers for the Wines of Spain, and fell ft 
tous, or others who have occafion for it. : ai 
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2. Another Branch of our Trade, which the French by their 
Union with Spain may deprive us of, is that to the Afediterrane 
and Levant in General. This (fays he) they may eafily Effe 
by denying us the Road’ and Harbour of Cadiz, and ‘pofting a 
Squadron’ of Men of War there to keep us out; nay farther, by 
making the Straits unpaflable for us, or any other Nation with- 
out their Leave, and paying a Toll. eg ez 

3. A third Branch of our Trade, which ( fays he) merits 
our deepeft Confideration, is that to our American Plantations : 
And in how great danger that is in by the prefent Conjunétion 
of France with Spain, he endeavours to fhew by many and preg- 
nant Arguments : Telling us, That the Treaty of Commerce 
betwixt us and Spaiz, will prove but a feeble Defence againft 
the new French Mode of Argumentation; and, That the refin’d 
DiftinG@ion between the Terms and the Defign of a Treaty, is 
like to become of as great ufe to Roman Catholick Princes, as the 
Doétrine of Probable Opinions and Philofophical Sin hath been 
to their Priefts, 

4- The next Branch of our Trade, which he confiders, is 
that to Africa : That part of it on the Side of the: Straits, is, 
as he demonftrated before under the fecond Article, entirely at 
the Mercy of the French and Spaniards, and for that on the Side 
of the Atlantic, or beyond the Tropic of Cancer and the Baui- 
noftial Line, they did us confiderable Damage during the Jate 
Wars, by deftroying our Forts aud Colonies; and therefore it 
is evident that they are more capable ef doing us Damage in 
that Trade at prefent by their Union with the Spaniards; which 
he fhews in feveral Inftances. | 

5. Henext confiders what Influence this Union may have on 
our Eaft-India Trade, which he proves willbe but. too fatal to 
us. Laftly, he. confiders our Exropean Trade in! general, and 
tells us, that it is evidenta great part of it depends upon our 
Trade to the Eaf# and West Indies ; which once being ruin’d, 
our European Trade mutt fall. 

Upon the whole he fums up the Matter of Foreign Trade in a 
few Words, telling us, The Profit we reap by it, is computed 
at two Millions per Annum, and fo much we are in Danger of 
Lofing by theExorbitant Greatnefs of France. The Cafe’ being 
thus (fays he) and our Danger fo great and near at Hand, ‘it . 
remains. that we fhould Contider what may beattempted with 
moft Probability, to faye us from the Impending _— It: 

| ollows . 
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ws plainly (adds he) from the Profpeét and Nature of our 
Boece coy chief Security muft, under the Divine Prote- 
Gtion, confift ina good Fleet ; that is.to fay, fuch an One as may 
enable us to defend our own Coafts from Invafions, to Proteé 


our Foreign Trade, and to annoy the Publick Enemy, either in | 
j. their own Countries, or Foreign Plantations onoccafion. For | 
ph this, (concludes our Author) we are already very well provided, © 


having at leaft 179 Men of War, to which if we add the Dutch : 

i Naval Force, as itis in our Power todo by aftri@ Alliance, | 

: there’s nothing humanely fpeaking, that we have reafon to fear, 
provided thofe Fleets be well-mann’d and viQualled, and com- 

1 manded by fuch as are known to be Men of Integrity and . 

“4 Honour. 





q The State of Learning. 


q | FRANCE. 


4 T Parts is lately Publifh’'d : Legum Deleftus ex Libris Di- 
i geftorum & Codicis ad ufum Scholae G Fort opera Foannis 
y Domat. in Quarto. 1701. 
h Effais de Grammaire Contenus en trois difcours, in Twelves. Both 
i for Yohn Baptist Coignard. 
M. Dw Pin is upon Publifhing, Vindicie S. Facultatis Parifienfis 
; Cenfure , this Book will appear about Ea/ter next. | 
Lately Publifh’'d, Trattatus Dogmaticus de Vocatione Gentium. 
Quo Dottrina S. Facultatis Parifienfis probatur, ejafq, Cenfure aquitas 


defenditur : Fidei in Chriftum neceffitas ad Salutem, ex 5. Scripturis 
ac Traditione demonjftratur. 
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OXFORD. 


An Edition of Tivly’s Works is intended to be Printed at the 
Theatre in Twelve Volumes in Oétavo, put out by Mr. Cockman ; 
tor which Propofals for Sub{cription are newly Publifhed. 
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There is likewife Printing there, and near finihhed, 4 View of 
Ancient and Prefent Geography, for the benefit of Young Students 
in the Geographical Science 5 Adapted to the Ufe and Defign of 
the Collection Forty one Maps lately Publifh’d at Ox/ord, 

Alfo, Volumen alterum Geographorum Gr. minorum,, cura J. Ey 

fon, @ Coll. Univ. Auttorum nomina & feriem fiftit Pagina proxvme 
excipiens Hf, Dodwelli Differtutiones primo Volumini prefixas. 8 vos 


LONDON. 


Tliere is ready for the Prefs a New Editioa of the Reverend 
Mr. S. Cradock’s Knowledge and Prattice, &c. with the Suppleméjr , 


The whole Review’d, Corrected, and confiderablyEnlarg’a) 
with the Addition of Seven New Chapters, by the Author. ' 


a 


pofals for Printing the fame by Subf{criptions in Folio, will fpee- 


dily be Publifh’d. 


There isin the Prefs, and will fpeedily be Publifi’d, An Alpha- 
betical Jades of the Authors contain d in the Univer{al Catalogue. 


Books Publifh’d this Month, and not Abridg’a. 


Efiections on the Jacobite-Plot, 

in Anfwer to a Letter directed 

to the Right Honourable the Earl of 
Perth Governour to the Prince.. 

The Poft-Angel in five diftinét 
Parts, with a Spiritual Obfervator up- 
on each Head, to be continued Month- 
ly; this for Fanuary. | 
_ The Ladies Viliting-day,a Comedy, 

by the Author of the Reform’d Wife. 
\ (Ap Enquiry into the Caledonian 
»Projedt, with a Defence of Englands, 


.Procedrue in Point of Equity, in Re- | 


lation there unto, | 
The Veftry a'Poem. © -— 
The Printiples of Mr. Asterbury’s 
Book of the Rights, Powersand ‘Pris ; 
_Vvileges of an Engli{b-Convocation-Con- 
fider'd and his 
‘Wake and others Stated and Examin’d. 
An Effay uponthe prefent Intereft 
Of England &c. wetol ti 
- A plain. Difcovery,of, many grofS 
_Falfhoods, Cheats and Impoftures 
contain’d in three late ftandalous 


& t Fi 


" 
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guments againft Dr. 


Pamphlets, Publifh’d by 
by George Ketth. i At 3 
An Argument apo War, ia/An- 
fwer tothe Duke of Anjous Succefhion, 
Confider’d. 
An Argument for War.\it:Ani- 
{wer to the Argument for Peace, &c.. 
Dr. Stanbope’s, ° firft Sermon at 
Boyles Leéture, Fan. 6, 1 re His fe- 
cond Sermon Preach’d/Febd. 33 17014. 
The. Papifts Plea for Tranfubftan- 
tiation Confider’d, in. a Sermon, at 
heer s Church, Fam 29,1701. by 
Fobn Grifith,Mi As 


Quakers, S@ 


‘ Some Confiderations upon the Pay- 
“ment of the Arrears: due to the Ar- 


my, and.on the:Subicription for Pur- 

chafing forfeited Eftates in Jeland.., 
Concio ad Synodum ab Arckiepifcopo 
Epifcopis 5 Clero, Provincia Cantuari- 
enfis celebraram babitd in, 7Ldé Pauli- 
na Londinenfi 10. Die Feb, 17018 per 
Guili. Hayleium S.T. P. Decan. Cicefh. 
- The fame done into Englifh by. it- 

liam Fonésy-A. BEN TT i 
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‘amongft. Pro- 
teftants, H *d to.the..Con- 
fideration of the arliament and the 


webct ch the the ‘prefent Intereft 
of the feveral Courts of Chriftendom ; 
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The King of France’s Memot a des’ 
lier o che Stam Sera & re ~ 
eur takin nf fa 
fefhon onthe Towesin ender. : 


The Partion examin’d, andits Reo 
apie a 
The Villany of Stock-Sfobbers detes 
&ed, and the Cautes of the late Run 
apps te Rak:ceb Bankers dite’ , 
A Seton the atermen {Me 
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Serrfons by Pbiji> Stubs M. A. 
Corrupt Minifters the ‘Cahfe | 


Publick. Calamities, or the. I 


‘Houfe-Beeakers,. 
neotge 





